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These bills were read a first and. nd time, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. CASS, before the Army bill was referred, 
said: I desire to state tha¢I observe itcontains an 
ropriation for the Capitol extension, and I 
ee to say to the chairman of the committee to 
whom it is referred, that I should be very glad to 
know what is the prospect, under the plan which 





js being carried out, for the ventilation of, and |) 


hearing in, the part of the extension which is to 
be occupied by the Senate. I rise merely to give 
notice to the chairman that, when the subject 
comes up, I shall ask him what the prospect isin 
those respects. I trust that we shall not fall into 
the same error which was committed in the con- 
struction of the new Parliament buildings in Eng- 


jand, so as to subject us to the same sacrifice of 


money. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message from the House also announced 
that the Speaker had signed a bill to provide for 
the contingent expenses of the Territory of Ne- 
braska; which was then signed by the President 
pro tempore. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate, of the 20th instant, a report, 
made by Henry R. Schoolcraft, to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, on the state of Indian 
statistics; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of the offi- 
cers of the American Philosophical Society of Phil- 
adelphia, praying for the outfit and employment 
ofadequate vessels for the relief of the American 
expedition in search of Sir John Franklin, under 
the command of Dr. Kane; and which is now 
detained in the Arctic seas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a memorial from the professors and stu- 
dents of Jefferson Medical College, in Philadel- 
phia, signed by all the officers, and by students 
from various States of the Union, praying for the 
outfit and employment of vessels to proceed to the 
Arctic seas for the relief or rescue of Dr. Kane, 
in command of the American expedition in search 
of Sir John Franklin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval A ffairs. 

Also, the petition of Ann W. Butler, adminis- 
tratrix of Richard Butler, praying the payment of 
a balance standing to his credit on the books of 
the Treasury, with interest; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolationary Claims. 

Mr. ADAMS preserited the petition of Oscar 
W. Turk, praying payment for services rendered 
as clerk in the office of the Fourth Auditor of the 
Treasury in 1853; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

Mr. FISH presented an additional document in 
relation to the claim of Catharine Clark, to a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Howard & Co., of Buffalo, 
New York, remonstrating against the renewal of 
the patents granted to Cyrus H. McCormick and 
Obed Hussey, for improvements in reaping ma- 
chines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 
a, lrdered, That Dr. Johnston T.ykins have leave to with- 


aw his petition and papers, for presentxtion tu the De- 
partment of the Interior. ; 


JUDICIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL COMPENSA- 
TION. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to give notice that I 

shall, on Tuesday next, ask the Senate to take up 

and dispose of the bill which I submitted early in 


the session, increasing the com ion of the 
Judges of the Sees, Court andof the members 
of the two Houses of 5 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 2, 1855. 


PASSENGER VESSEL PENALTIES. 
Mr. FISH. I ask the unanimous consent of 


had an opportunity previously to give notice. It | 


is a bill to remit certain penalties in favor of pas- | 
senger vessels. 


| 
1 


| introduced, and ‘read twice by its title. 
| Mr. FISH. If there be no objection, I should | 
|| like to have the bill put on its passage now, as | 
|| there is some necessity for speedy action on it. | 
|| 1t has been submitted to the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and meets the approbation of the Secretary. | 
The necessity arises from the fact that the present | 
| Secretary of the Treasury-has put a construction | 
| upon the acts of 1847 and 1848, relating to these | 
| vessels, different from that which Mr. Walker, 
when in the Department, had made. Mr. Walker | 
advised the parties owning these vessels that they 
were entitled to bring passengers on two different | 
decks; but the present Secretary construes the | 
law as not allowing that; and I am inclined to | 
think his construction is the correct one. Vessels, | 


however, have been engaged for the last seven or | 
eight years in bringing passengers on two decks. | 
There are many vessels now on their way from 

Europe to this country, in which are passengers | 
thus placed, acting under the construction given | 
bygMr. Walker. They have not had time to | 


The bill provides for the remittance of the pen- 
alties on vessels which shall have sailed before | 
the first of March next. The penalties would be | 
remitted by the Department, in all probability, as | 
soon as they arrived; but they are liable to seizure | 
and aitachment, at very heavy cost. The object | 
of the bill is to relieve them. The Treasury De- | 
partment agrees to it. The bill has been submitted | 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; and an amend- 
ment, Siaieiamet a him, has been embodied in it. 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent to consider the bill now. The Chair hears 
no objection. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not understand the prop- 
osition of the Senator from New York. I under- 
stand that it is to remit certain penalties for the 
violation of a law. My own opinion is, that a 
bill of that kind ought not to pass here without 
investigation. 

Mr. FISH. If the Senator will hear the bill 

read perhaps he will not object. 

The bill was read. Its object is toprovide that 

none of the penalties imposed by the first section 

of the act to regulate the carriage of passengers in 

merchant vessels, of the 27th of February, 1847, 

shall be erforced against any vessel which shall 

have sailed since the first of December, 1854, or 
| which mey sail prior to the first of March, 1855, 
for any port in the United States from any port 
or place in Europe, by reason of any such vessel 
having carried passengers on another deck between 
the lower and the uppermost or spar deck, as well 
as the lower deck, with the proviso, however, that 
the space required by that act for each passenger 
on the lower deck shall have been allowed to each 
passenger on that upper deck; and also, that all 
pains, penalties, and forfeitures which have been, | 
or would have been, incurred by any vessel sailing | 


between the periods mentioned by reason of carry- | 
ing passengers on the upper deck, shall be remitted | 
| if the space required by the act of 1847 for passen- | 
| gers on the lower deck shall have been allowed to | 
peapenters on the upper deck. The remission, | 
wever, is not .to be construed to extend to any | 
ae pean of — = s ee orof any other | 
act of Congress, than of carrying passengers | 
on the deck between the lower and uppermost or, 
spar deck; nor to any vessel sailing after the first” 
of March, 1855. : 

Mr. FISH. If the honorable Senator from | 
New Hampshire stili objects; I will explain that | 
the necessity for this bill arises from the fact——_ 

Mr. NORRIS. | » if T object to the 
consideration of the bill now, that is sufficient, 
and | do object to its passage—it not having been 








} referred to any committee, and no report, 


the Senate to introduce a bill of which [ have not || 


Unanimous consent was given, and the bill was 














conform to the new construction of the law. | B 


| to a resolution r 
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as I 
understand, having been made upon it. 


Mr. FISH. e Senator has the power to 
| object. 
| The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator wish to 
refer the bill? 

Mr. FISH. No, sir. Let it lie on the table, 
and I shal! call it up on Tuesday. 
| Mr. NORRIS. I move itsreference. I think 
| itought to be referred, and deliberately considered. 
Mr. FISH. 1 move that it lie upon the table. 

Mr. NORRIS, I wish to refer it to the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Fisu’s motion was agreed to. 


BETSEY WHIPPLE. 

The bill for the relief of Betsey Whipple was 
read a second time, and, on motion by Mr.Wape, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. 

Its object is to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Betsey Whipple, widow of 
Stephen Whipple, late a pensioner of the United 





|| States, on the roll of pensioners at the rate of 


ninety-six dollars per annum, from June 28th, 


|| 1853, during her widowhood. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read a third time, and 
assed. 
Mr. BADGER. In accordance with the under- 
standing, which was anrounced and distinetly un- 
derstood by the Senate, at our last sitting, | now 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned until Tuesday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satourpay, December 30, 1854. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Hewry Sricer 


The Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- 
proved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting a report from the general disbursing agent 
of the Coast Survey, Samuel Hein, Esq., for- 
warded by the Superintendent, showing the names 
and number of persons employed during the last 
fiscal year, upon the Coast Survey and business 
connected therewith, the amount of compensation 
received by them, the nature of their employment, 
and the length of time during which they were 
employed, with a statement of all expenditures 
made under the direction of the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey; which was laid upon the tabie, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Department of 
the Interior, transmitting, in obedience to a reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives, a report 
made by Dr. Charles H. Nichots, the Superin- 
tendent of the Insane Asylum, in the District of 
Columbia, accompanied by a bill for the organiza- 
tion of the institution as a hospital for the insane 
of the Army and Navy, and of the District of 
Columbia, and a copy of the propositions of the 





|| Association of Medical Superintendents of Ameri- 


can fnstitutions for the organization of institu- 
tions for the insane, together with suggestions 
made by Dr. Thomas Miller, a resident physic‘an 
of this city, and stating that some legislation for 
the organization of the institution was indispensa- 


|| bly n 


Mr. HAMILTON. I rove that the communi- 
cation be referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PHELPS, I think it should go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I believe it relates 
to a military hospital. , 

Mr. HAMIL ON. It is, also, for the insane 
of the District of Columbia. It appears in answer 
rted by the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and, I think, it should go to 
that committee. 
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The communication was referred to the Gom- 

mittee for the District of Columbia. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to a privileged motion; 
and I do it now because I fear that, in the dispo- 
sition of these communications, some question 
may arise which may cause a division of the 
Flouse, and we shall be found without a quorum. 
I move that when this House adjourns, it adjourn 
to meet on Tuesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BETSEY WHIPPLE. 


A message was received from the Senate, in- 


forming the House that that body had passed a 
bill for the relief of Betsey Whipple, in which 
they asked the concurrence of the House. 
HOUSE CONTINGENT FUND. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Clerk of the House, trans- 


miiting his annual statement in reference to the 
contingent fund of the House. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution 
authorizing the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
employ a clerk for twenty days. I will state to 
the House that, at the commencement of the ses- 
sion, a larger amount of business was found upon 
our hands than we expected. Some of the mem- 
bers of that committee are unable to attend to its 
duties because of ill-health; others because they 
find they have private business of their own that 
demands all their time and energies; so that the 
whole labor of examining cases is devolved upon 
a few members. Weask that we may have a 
clerk for twenty days. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
received, and, by unanimous consent, considered, 
and agreed to; ag follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 


authorized to employ a clerk for twenty days at four dol- 
jars per diem, 


WILLIAM H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. READY, by unanimous consent, presented 
the petition of William H. Russell, late collector 
for the district of Monterey, California, praying 
compensation for his services and for expenditures 
incurred by him while in office; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. © 


INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION AT PARIS. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. lL ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to allow me to intro- 
duce a resolution for the purpose of having it 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The resolution is in these words: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy, if, in his 
judgment, not inconsistent with the requirements of the 
naval service, be, and is hereby, directed to provide for the 
conveyance, to some convenient port in France, in one 
of our national ships, upon such terms and under such 
regulations as he may prescribe, such works of art, and such 
articles, the produet of the industry and skill of the people 
of this country, as they may desire to send forward for 
exhibition at the World’s Fair or Exposition, to be held in 
Paris in | 


Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 


BILLS REPORTED. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee of Claims, 
by unanimous consent, reported back a bill for the 
relief of Henry H. Marsh; which was referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, on leave, rted a bill extend- 
ing the provisions of the act of August 11, 1848, to 
the widows and orphans of persons dying in the 
military service of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMANDER WILLIAM F. LYNCH. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following 
resolution; which, by unanimous consent, was 
considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to Com- 
mander William F. Lynch, during the time he was engaged 
in the exploration of the Dead Sea, the same pay that was 
allowed to Lieutenants Herndon and Gibbon, during the 
time they were engaged in the exploration of the Amazon. 


JOSHUA CHAMBERS. 
On motion by Mr. GIDDINGS, the bill for the 


Eee 


relief of Joshua Chambers Was taken from the | 


| 


Speaker’s table, and re-referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 
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MAIL BETWEEN sT. LOUIS AND SAN FRAN- | 


CISCO. 


Mr. PHELPS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, by unanimous consent, was consi- 
dered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of establishing an express mail between St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, and San Francisco, California, for the transmiasion 
of letters, and of increasing the rates of postage on letters 
carried in said mail, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GREEN WOOD, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previoug notice, introduced a 
bill for the relief of William G. Preston, late a 
captain in the Army during the war of the United 
States with Mexico; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. LANE, of Oregon, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a 
bill to establish an additional land district in the 
Territory of Oregon; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will with- 
draw that motion, I suppose we can go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and pass one of the appropriation bills. * 

Mr. HAMILTON. If there is a quorum pres- 
ent, | have no objection to that. I withdraw my 
motion in order that we may ascertain whether 
there be a quorum present. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The question was taken; and, on a count, there 
were only fifty in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I movethat the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and, thereupon, (at 
twenty-five minutes past twelve o’clock,) the 
House adjourned until Tuesday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 2, 1855. 


Prayer by Rev. W. H. Mirsvurn. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


Hon, Srernen R. Ma tory, of Florida, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting theannual statement required 
by the act of May 1, 1820, prepared by the Sec- 
ond Comptroller of the Treasury, showing bal- 
ances of appropriations standing upon the books 
of his office to the credit of the Department of the 
Interior, on the Ist of July, 1853, the amounts 
appropriated by Congress for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30:h of June, 1854, including 
repayments and transfers of appropriation, and 
the aggregate amounts applicable to the service of 
said fiscal year; also, the amounts drawn from 
said appropriations, or carried to the surplus fund 
from Ist of July, 1853, to 30th of June, 1854, and 
the balances remaining in the Treasury at the last 
named date; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting the annual statement, 
prepared by the Register of the Treasury, of the 
receipts and expenditures of the marine hospital 
fand for the relief of sick and disabled seamen in 
the ports of the United States, for the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1854; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Senate, 
showing the payments made from the contingent 
fund of the Senate for the year ending December 
3, 1854; which was ordered tolie on the tableand 
be printed. 


| 


| 
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| 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of the 
register and receiver of the land office at Milan 
Missouri, asking additional compensation {o; 
AapunciRts, which web Tolieed to dae eae 

st, ; which was referred to the : 
we on eae Lands. 5s Commit. 
so, thé™petition of the register and rece} 
the land office at Jackson, Maseoeets asking eaae 
tional compensation for extra services, erformed 
under the act of AuguBt 4, 1854; which Was re 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of the register and receiver of 
the land office at Lafayette, Missouri, prayi 
additional compensation for extra services, im. 
posed by the act of 4th August, 1854; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Stephen Johnsen and 
others, praying the passage of an act to authorize 
them to locate lots in the town of Atchison, in 
Kansas Territory; which was referred to the Com. 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Joseph Clymer, of Mis. 
souri, praying indemnity for losses sustained jn 
consequence of the failure of the Government to 
carry out a contract made with him for the trans- 
portation of military stores; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
the Philadelphia Board of Trade, praying Con. 
gress to secure, by negotiation or otherwise, the 
erection of a light-house at Cape Race; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FESSEN DEN presented additional papers’ 
in the case of Josiah S. Little; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Castine, Maine, 
praying an appropriation for a custom-house and 
post office at that place; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROCKWELL presented a petition of clerks 
in the United Statesarmory at Springfield, Massa- 
chusetts, praying to be allowed an ingrease of 
compensation; which was referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of L. L. Chap- 
man, praying fora reward for the discovery of 
the physical cause of the irregular phenomena of 
nature, storms, elementary changes, &c., involving 
also the independent physical cause of the cholera, 
&c.; also asking for an appropriation to enable 
him further to continue his investigations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of John 
H. Thompson, John W. Dorsey, Alexander 
Wiley, John D. Thorpe, Harris Pyner, Robert 
Hanna, and Thomas H. Sharpe, praying an 
amendment to the bounty land act of September 
28, 1850, so as to extend its benefits equally to 
each officer and soldier for whose benefit it was 
designed, regardless of time; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NORRIS presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Georgetown, District of Columbia, against 
the passage of the bill of the House of Represent- 
atives, now pending in the Senate, empowering 
the corporation of that town to levy additional 
taxes on its inhabitants; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Hall 
Neilson, praying the remission of interest on notes 
given the United States in payment for land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CASS presented a remonstrance, signed by 
Messrs. Howard & Co., of Buffalo, against the 
renewal of the patents of Cyrus H. McCormick 
and Obed Hussey, for improvements in reaping 
machines; which was referred to the Commitiee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of B. F. 
Danby, the receiver of public moneys, and of I 
A. Watkins, the register of the office at Lit- 
tle Rock, Arkansas, praying to be allowed the 
same per centum on the sales of the public lands 
as was allowed them previous to the passage 0 
the act of August 4, 1854; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Ashley county, 
Arkansas, praying the establishment of a post 
route from Hamburg to Marie Saline Landing, 0" 
the east bank of the Ouachita river, and from 
thence to E! Dorado, Union county, Arkanses, 
and a post office at Marie Saline Landing; which 
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~ as referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


Also, a petition of citizens of the counties of 


i, Sabin, and Hot Springs, Arkansas, pray- 
ee establishment of a post route from Pittle 
Rock, Arkansas, via Jericho, (old post office, ) 
and on to Chenault and Hot Springs, Arkansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, my 

Mr. WADE presented additional documents 
relating to the claim of John Brown; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Président, I have been re- 


quested to presenta petition very ter and. 


very respectably signed by citizens of New York, 
jn relation to the existing war in Europe, in which 
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| 


147 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
nsent, and agreed to. 





objection, I ask for the consideration of the reso; | 
lution now. : ‘ co 
an eee L suepioaadhes Chea ao || ORDER OF BUSINESS—LAW DEPARTMENT. 
joint resclution. ||. Mr. BRODHEAD. As this is the first work- 
The first amendment of the committee was to | ing day of the new year, I think it a very appro- 
strike out all after the resolving clause, and insert: 1 priate occasion fo move that the Senate now take 
That the acts heretofore passed by Congress granting | UP for consideration the bill ** in addition to cer- 
bounties in land to persons engaged in the military service | tain acts granting bounty land to certain officers 
of the United States in time of war, be so construed as to | and soldiers who have been en in the mili- 
; : | tary service of the United States.’’ The object of 
ae One ee ee || the bill is to do justice to the soldiers of the war 
The second amendment was to amend the title | of 1812, and our other wars. _ ts 
of the joint resolution so as to make it read: —_ iy bape ae See I —— va 
A joint resolution to extend the benefits of the bounty } Pe 32.ne Gaerne s : oe 
land Jaws of the United States to Choctaw and other In- || ‘he Senator from Pennsylvania. There is, how- 


they express their desire for the restoration of || dians who have served in the Army of the United States H ever, a bill on the Calendar, as the special order, 


ace, and ask that Congress shail, in such manner 
and to such extentas shall ie convenient, 
express their willingness to offer the mediation of 
this Government to the contending parties. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Fo 
Relations. : reign 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SLIDELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Simeon Knight, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John Brown, with the ad- 
verse report of the Committee on Pensions thereon, be 
recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 


relating to the claim of William Read, be referred to the 
Commiitee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred a joint resolution for the 
relief of John Donnell & Sons, submitted an 
pr report thereon, which was ordered to be 
rinted. 
PM. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
towhom was referred the petitionof W. P. Young, 
praying arrears of compensation as inspector of 
customs at Portsmouth, Virginia, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read and passed to a second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wensrer, his Secre- 
tary, announcing that he had approved and signed 
the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill to suppress the circulation of small notes 
asa currency in the District of Columbia; 

A bill to provide for the contingent expenses of 
the Territory of Nebraska; : 

_ A bill to authorize the issue of patents to lands 
inany State or Territory in certain cases; 

: bill supplemental to an act therein mentioned ; 
an 


_ A joint resolution for the appointment of Regents 
in the Smithsonian Institution. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
announced that the Speaker had signed certain 
trolled bills, which were, thereupon, signed by 
the President of the Senate, as follow: 

A bill to authorize the Washington Gas-Light 
Company to increase the capital stock of said 
company; 

A bill to amend an act entitled “« An act to 
tstablish an Auxiliary watch for the protection of 
public and private property in the city of Wash- 
ington,”’ approved August 23, 1842; 

A bill for the relief of Herman Chittenden; 

A billto discharge the indebtedness of the peni- 
‘enuary of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill giving the consent of Congress to the 
cession, % the State of Massachusetts, to the 


State of New York, of the district of Boston 
Corners, = 


BOUNTY LAND TO INDIANS. 
Mr.BROWN. The Committee on Indian Af- 
sto whom was referred the joint resolution 
the House of Representatives ‘ declaring 
ca Indians entitled to pensions and boun- 
'y land in certain cases,” have instructed me to 
"port it back with amendments. If there be no 


¢ 











in time of war. 


|| which I have called up repeafedly. I refer to the 
Mr. STUART. If the Senator has no objec- | bill to establish a Department of Law, and to reg- 
tion, | should like to have the joint resolution || ulate the transaction of the business of some of the 
postponed until the amendments can be printed. || other Departments. That bill was reported by 
Mr. BROWN. I shall not insist on the con- || the committee at the last session, and if it is to 
sideration of the question now, if there be any || pass the Senate at all, itis important that it should 
objection; and therefore I move that the joint reso- | a at such an early day as to leave time for the 
lution be postponed until to-morrow, and thatthe | House of Representatives to act uponit. Its con- 
amendments be printed. | sideration has been objected to a number of times 
The motion was agreed to. in order to allow gentlemen to examine it; but ae 
JUDICIARY SYSTEM. yet no ees have rey ap ae other a 

: : those which were presented by the committee. 
Mr. BUTLER. | Mr. President, the bill to |/ should like to have a vote upon that bill. 1 look 
onal mee aapen de he , To, i fo hie || upon it as being very important to the transaction 
hited States, was mace the special! order for this || of the public business that it should pass. If it 

day. I find, however, that some of the gentlemen || j not the pleasure of the Senate to passit, 1 ho 
of the committee, and those who entertain different | P P oe tee 


views on the subject, are not present. I move, | re ee sg tenet take it up,.cnd dispsqe ef: km 


therefore, that the bill be taken up for the purpose || wr. BRODHEAD. I have no doubt that we 
of being postponed until the day after to-morrow. || can consider both bills before we adjourn to-day. 
__ The motion was cues to; and the Senate, as | Op the first day of the session I introduced the 
ae of the Whole, proceeded to consider || },ij) which I have asked the Senate now to con- 
, . sider. It has been before the Senate for near! 
Mr. BUTLER. I now move that it be post- || three years, and I hope my friend from Sdiesis- 
poned to, and made the special order for, Thurs- || sippi will permit us to proceed with it, and dis- 
day next, at one o’clock. ~ || pose of it. When we have done that we can take 
he motion was agreed to. up his bill, and I hope we shall pass both these 
REMISSION OF PENALTIES. 


bills this day. 

Mr. FISH. On Friday last I introduced a bill ||| The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
to provide for the remidsion of certain penalties || motion of the Senator from Mississippi, that the 
on passenger ships. Its consideration was then || Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill ** to 
objected to, and I gave notice that I should call it || establish a Department of Law, to prescribe cer- 
up to-day for action; but, at the suggestion ofthe tain duties of the Auditors and Comptrollers of 
Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Surecps,] my col- | the Treasury, and for other purposes.”’ 
league on the select committee which has in Mr. BRODHEAD. I beg to suggest that my 
charge the general question of passenger ships, [ || motion was first made. 
wish the Senate to allow that bill to be now taken 
up in order that it may be committed to that select 
ype I move that the Senate take up the 
bill. ' 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was re- 
ferred to the select committee appointed to inquire 
into the expediency of amending the laws in refer- 
ee to the carriage of passengers in emigrant 
ships. 


| 








The PRESIDENT. The Chair understood 
the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield the floor. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. arom merely to heara 
suggestion from my friend from Mississippi, and 
not to allow a motion to supersede mine. Besides, 
I do not understand my friend from Mississippi as 
urging his bill this morning in preference to the 
one which I desire to have considered. I have 
no doubt that, during the morning hour, we can 
dispose of the bill to which I have called the 
attention of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. Independent of that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there are some very important provisions 
connected with the bill of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, and it should not be passed without bei 





CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, supposing 
that the order of the last session, allowing a clerk 
for the Committee on Printing, still continued in 
force, on my-arrival here the committee, at my 
suggestion, appointed a clerk. I have since been Seated ince . BMaewreee dai-et ae ea 
informed that it will need an express resolution of || '0°# oe ae - eae V1 Py . 
the Senate, at this session, to “ar es committee ceuateaing “t looking at oaks tower ao 

- ’ 
err = ae perry a ‘deena | ever, from the attention | have given to it, that it 
have been unable to find any records in that com- || Will require the serious consideration of the Senate 
mittee of the estimates, calculations, and recom- || before it is passed. There is a principle in the 
mendations of the Superintendent of Public Print- = ae na ha somewhat a : i a 
ing. I consider it one eee a aoe should at Sao en the matter comes up 4 shall exp 
be kept of those matters, so that, when any par- . ; 
— es of — printing is —-. = ce See he all —_ Sone 
see how the actual cost compares with the estimate | Ti anally dioposed of. Ih was reported by the com- 
reeularly kept in a book for that purpose. There || Mitteeat the last session; it was called up and made 
bai thes aoehes a ining oat tae ackemen of || the special order for an early day this session; 
that committee, which make it'necessary that they || then the Senator from California (Mr. Weurzn] 
should be allowed a clerk. ‘The character of the || Wished to look into it, and it was postponed; an 
business of the committee is well known to the | eae the ye as a pte at 

hich oie a 1 fa ee ~— Ns way to ont Mueatir web es suggested a doubt 
w costs a great deal of money. For this rea- || - 4 _ 

oe. in rdtoit. I willing now, if any Senator 

hee a ag oo = vg - v aS oa. wil on ae day when he thinks the Senate will 

ge ttee to offer the followi luti Y || be ready to consider it, to agree to postpone it 

and ake fo ite i id a ~ atta net ials — until that time. It is a matter in which I have no 

R Thet the ad sine pena aan ed personal concern, but I owe a duty to the com~- 
cagiep ota, whoee comnpenestion ball srapoants mittee which reported the bill. 1 have called itup 
from the time of his actual service as such, again and again, but on every occasion some 
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Senator has wiahed time to consider it. If we The warrant is not to be issued for any service 1 tothe proposed bounty. Many wish to strike oyt 
continue in that way, I supposethe residue of the | less than twenty-eight days, or where the person | this restriction; but it seems to me th 


session may pass by without the bill being dis- || 
posed of. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I will say to the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi, that that bill | 
requires attention. It contains a provision, copied | 
from the bill establishing the Department of the 
interior, that the Attorney General, as the head | 
of a Department, shall ‘* supervise accounts.”’ I || 
do not know how that provision got into the bill | 
that was passed in 1849, establishing the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. J am sure that, if the matter || 
had been attended to, it could not have got into 
that bill. From the foundation of this Govern- || 
ment, down to that moment, there never was a | 
power given to the head of a Department to super- 
vise accounts. You cannot find it in a Treasury 
law. The theory of the Treasury Department, 
from the commencement, was, that the Comptroller 
was the legal officer. ‘There are, it is true, cases | 
in which the head of the Department examines | 
and certifies those contingent accounts which | 
strictly belong to his Department; but he has no | 
right to have the slightest legal control over the || 
operations of the Treasury. A general power to | 
supervise accounts is a dangerous one. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me suggest to the Senator 
to name some day on which he thinks the Senate || 
will be ready to proceed with the consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to have it printed, and I || 
wish time to look into it. T inquired at the 
Treasury Department to-day, for f thought it im- | 
portant to ascertain the views of practical account- | 
ing officers, men in whom I have confidence. I 
have seen them, and they have not had an oppor- 
tunity of looking at the amended bill. I do not | 
know.that it has been printed. I believe not. 

Mr. ADAMS. It has been printed, and J will 
furnish it to the Senator. 

Mr. CASS. 1 wish to have one or twocopies. || 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the Senator agree to con- | 
sider the bill to-morrow ! 

Mr. CASS. That will be too soon. 

Mr. ADAMS. Say this day week. 

Mr. CASS. Very well. 

Mr: ADAMS. Then I move that the bill ‘*to | 
establish a Department of Law, to prescribe certain | 
duties of the Auditors and Comptrollers of < 

| 








| 





Treasury, and for other purposes,’’ be postponed 
to, and made the special order for, this day week. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF THE BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD._I now renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
accordingly, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill ‘‘ in addition to certain 
acts granting bounty land to certain officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States.” 


The object is to entitle each of the surviving | 


commissioned and non-commissioned officers, mu- 
sicians, and privates, whether of regulars, volun- | 
teers, rangers, or militia, who were regularly | 
mustered into the service of the United States, 
and every officer, commissioned and non-commis- | 
sioned, seaman, ordinary seaman, marine, clerk, | 
and jandsman, in the navy, except those who) 
have received prize money, in any of the wars in | 
which this country has been engaged since 1790, | 
and each of the survivors of the militia, or volun- | 
teers, or State troops of any State or Territory, 
called into military service, and regularly mus- | 
tered, and whose services have been paid by the | 
United States subsequent to the 18th of June, | 
1812, to receive a certificate or warrant from the 
Department of the Interior for one hundred and 
sixty acres of land. If any of those who have so | 
served have received a warrant, they are now to | 
be entitled to a certificate for such quentity as will 
make, with what they may have heretofore re- 
ceived, one hundred and sixty acres. 

In case of the death of any person, who, if 
living, would be entitled to a certificate or warrant 
under the. bill, beaving a widow, or, if no widow, 
a minor chiid or childreng the widow or children 
are to receive a warrant for the same quantity of 
land that the deceased person would be entitled to 
receive if now living; but a subsequent marriage 
is not to impair the right of any such widow toa 
warrant, if she be a widow at the time of making 
her application and at the date of the warrant. 





|| unless the party, claiming it shall establish his 


| ment to a land bill, but the House did not concur; | 


| ble consideration. 


| soldiers of the war of 1812, and the old Indian | 
| fighters, upon the same footing, as to land, with | 


|| when discharged, were paid in gold and silver, re- | 
| ceived extra pay, and also a warrant for one hun- 


| was difficult in many respects. 
|| then comparatively feeble, our enemy formidable, | 


| and conducted themselves contrary to the rules of | 


| affectation, for me to attempt to prove or assert | 
'| that the patriotic men of 1812 and 1814 rendered | 


shall actually have been engaged in battle, nor 

























right by record evidence of the service, or by two | 
credible witnesses. The warrants are to be as- | 
signable. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The bill now before the 
Senate is the same which I introduced about three | 
years ago, when | first became a member of the | 
body. Since that time I have urged its passage, | 
sometimes in season, and sometimes out of season. 
Once, on my motion, it was agreed to asan amend- | 


and once it was lost on a tie vote. It is now be- | 
fore the Senate, f hope, for a definite and favora- | 


The main purpose of the bill is to place the, 


those who served in the Mexican war. And I | 
will mention facts to prove that, whether the Mex- | 
ican soldiers received too much or not, the grant | 
of land proposed in the bill is just and proper. 1 | 
beg to remind the Senate that during the Mexican | 
war we had an abundant Treasury; the soldiers, | 


dred and sixty acres of Jand. The war of 1812, | 
Our country was | 


and some of the Indian tribes enlisted against us, | 


civilized warfare. At the close of the war many | 
were discharged without pay, with only certificates | 
of indebtedness, which were parted with for little, | 
and were not paid for months after. 

It would bea work of supererogation, if not 


the country good service. They need no eulogy at 
my,hands. They fought our battles, gained our | 
victories, drove back our invading foe, elevated | 
the character of our country, preserved our insti- 
tutions, and were poorly paid. Those who pro- 
tected our frontiers from Indian depredations were 
equally meritorious. 

The proposed measure is one of justice to the | 
old States, in which most of the soldiers reside. | 
In the great and good old Commonwealth, which | 
I have the honor, in part, to represent, at least 
ten or twelve thousand persons will be, either 
directly or indirectly, benefited by the passage of | 
this bill. At the last session we passed a bill, 

raduating and reducing the price of the public 
ands, an act greatly beneficial to the new States. 
Let us now pass this bill, and it will give aid and 
comfort to a most useful, and, in many cases, 
needy persons in the old States. Besides, it will 
be a compliment well deserved, and gratefully 
received. Weare in a condition to do it with- 
out injury to the public service. We have an 
overflowing Treasury, and large bodies of public 
lands. Let us pass this bill, and it will bea good 


who did not serve twenty-eight days, o 
not engaged women ar 
risoner, can hard called a hero ora ve 

tne war of 1812. if rene 
I am wrong; but it has occurred to me, 
would be more complimentary to those w 
tually rendered good service, to place them y 
higher ground than those who served legs than 
twenty-eight days. 1 am not tenacious as to this 
provision, though I think that we shall strengthen 
the bill by keeping it as it is in this respect, 
.now send to the Chair the amendments to which | 
have alluded. 


those who have received prize-money.” 





commencement of a New Year. I propose to 
modify the bill a little in its details, and will, 
therefore, propose a few slight amendments. 

My first amendment is, to include in the first 
section, ‘* sea-fencibles,’’ and to strike out, after 


the provision in relation to seamen, the words | 


** except those who have received prize money.”’ 





Upon inquiry, I have ascertained that those who 
received prize money got very little—so little that 
itis hardly worth while to take it into account. 
It is true, that bounty land warrants have been 
heretofore granted to those engaged in the land 
service in preference to those engaged in the naval 
service of the country, because the one were enti- 
tled to prize money, and the other not; but, upon 
inquiry, I find that the sailors who received prize 
money got only six, or eight, or ten dollars apiece. 
I wish, therefore, to strike out that provision. I 

ropose also, to strike out the second section, and 
insert a substitute which I shall send to the Secre- 
tary’s desk, and to modify the third section so as 
to make it more easily understood. 

I have been ee much urged to agree to extend 
the provisions of the bill to heirs-at-law; but 1 
have declined so to do, because Lthink it would 
be going too far. I have also been urged to agree 
to an amendment in regard to the time of service. 
The bill provides that all who served twenty-eight 
days or more, or those who were actually engaged 
in battle, or were taken prisoners, shall cntttiod 
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may be that, upon this Point, 
that jt 
ho ac- 


The PRESIDENT. The amendments wj}j }, 


read. 


The Secretary proceeded to read them. Thy» 


first was to insert, after the word “ rangers,” ih, 


word “ sea-fencibles,’’ and to strike out « eXcept 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
second section of the original bill, which was jp 
these words: 

‘‘Sec.2. And he it further enacted, That in case of the 
death of any person who, if living, would be entitled tq 
certificate or warrant, as aforesaid, under this act, leaving 
a widow, or, if no widow, a minor child Or children, suc) 
widow, or, if no widow, such minor child or children, shajj 
be entitled to receive a certificate or warrant for the same 
quantity’of land that such deceased person would be entitled 
to receive under the provisions of this act, if now living; 
Provided, That a subsequent marriage shall not impair the 
right of any such widow to such warrant, if she be a widow 
at the time of making her application, and at the date of 
such warrant,”? 
and to insert in lieu thereof, the following: 

Sec.2, And be it further enacted, That in case of the 
death of any person entitled to a certificate or warrant 
under the provisions of the foregoing section, such certijj- 
cate or warrant shall be issued in favor of, and inure to, 
the benefit of bis family, according to the following rules; 
First, to his widow ; second, his children ; trird, his father; 
fourth, his mother: Provided, however, That no person 
who has perpetrated, or attempted to perpetrate, a fraud 
on the’ United States, under any law, shail be entitled to 
the benefit of any provisions of this act: Provided furthr, 
That a subsequent marriage shall not impair the right of 
any sech widow to such warrant, if she be a widow at the 
time of her making her application. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, if I have heard 
correctly the amendment as read from the Secre- 
tary’s desk, it seems to me that itis a much wider 
departure from the bounty land system than any 
which the Senator has suggested in his argument. 
As I have understood the reading of that amend- 
ment, it proposes to give to the children of one of 
these soldiers bounty land, although he may bea 
full-grown man. That, sir,is not only a new prop- 
usition, but, I repeat, it is extending the bounty 
land system infinitely further than anything which 
the honorable Senator has suggested. According 
to the system as it has been heretofore adopted, 
there seems to be a propriety in giving bounty 
land to a widow, or to a minor child; but to give 
bounty land to a full-grown man, who does not 
need it, as a mere gratuity, seems to me to bea 
stretch of liberality that will interfere largely, 
very largely, with the argument the Senator hia- 
self made, at the last session, against the power 

of Congress to give away the public lands. | 
speak now simply of the power. The power to 
give away the public land does not rest upon the 

enealogy of the individual to whom it is givea. 

he power of Congress to give away the public 
lands is as complete in favor of a man whose 
father was not in the service of the country as in 
favor of one whose father was. The cession from 
the State of Virginia does not qualify it; there 's 
no treaty through which we acquire the public 
lands that does qualify it. I think, then, the Sen- 
ator will find, when he comes to review this prop 
osition, that there is a little difficulty with some 
gentlemen, and heamong the number, un the sub- 
ject of power. ° b 

But, sir, if you pay no sort of regard to the 
necessities of the individual, there is a very grett 
question of propriety. . It is fair to presume, for 
the purposes of this species of legislation, that the 
widow of asoldier, or the minor heir of a + 
needs the aid of the Government; but it ge - 
a most violent presumption to su that e 
child of an individual who may have served the 
Government in any of the capacities named in ow 
bill, needs the Government assistance, withou 

rd to the age of the individual. s it 

The second section of the Senator’s bill, a8! 


4h aes ot @& 8s Genet Geen 2 of 2 eet ae hUmhCCOOO 


an © eee ok ok a oe 


a on 


ae ci I i i i act el a ee 





be 


he 
he 
pt 


ht of 
t the 


cre 
rider 
any 
vent, 
end- 
ne of 
bea 
nop 
unty 
rhich 
rding 
pted, 
unty 
give 
3 not 
be a 
gely, 
him- 
ower 
is. I 
yer to 
yn the 
rive. 
public 
whose 
ras in 
: from 
yere 13 
public 
e Sen- 


| prop: 








1855. 
is in consonance with the past legislation 
a it gives to the soldier who performed 
aa service, if he be livingy or if he be dead, to his 
widow, or minor child, or children, one hundred 
and sixty acres of land. That is in accordance 
with the precedents in the past legislation of Con- 
ess. But to strike out that section, and to pro- 
se to give the land, irrespective of age, without 
any qualification upon the subject of necessity, is 
not only new, but I submit to the Senate that it is 
a very dangerous step in the way of the disposi- 
tion of the public lands. For my ‘part, | very 
much prefer the section as it now stands in the 
pill, and I shall, therefore, vote against the amend- 
ment now proposed by the Senator from Pennsyl- 

| 


Mr. BRODHEAD. [ called the particular at- 
tention of the Senate to the amendment tothe sec- 
ond section, which I proposed as a substitute for 
the section which is now in the bill, with a view to 
the point made by my friend from Michigan. I | 

ropose to strike out the words ‘* minor children,” 
which have heretofore been in all the bounty land 
laws, and insert *‘ children,’’ because the words 
«minor children ”? would be of no use. There 
are no such minor children left. The most of 
them are of age. 

Now, sir, first, in regard to the power of Con- 
oress; and secondly, in regard to the expediency 
of this measure. ty. ; 

My honorable friend from Michigan is mis- 
taken in respect to the position assumed by me 
at the last session upon the homestead bill. I 
opposed that measure, and asserted that it was 
contrary to sound policy and true duty to collect 
money from the customs for the purpose of buy- 
ing lands to give away. I did not much question 
the power of Congress upon that point; but I do 
not think that the question of power arises at this 
time, and under this section. We have a rightto 
pay a son or child, whether a minor or adult, for 
the services of his father. In other words, we 
havearight to pay a debt due the father, to his 
children, whether they are of age or not. That 
is my proposition, and I do not think my honor- 
able friend from Michigan can successfully con- 
trovert it; so that the question of power does not 
arise. It seems to me to be just, Mr. President, 
to enlarge the provisions of our bounty land laws 
alittle; and in place of ‘* minor children,’’ insert, 
not heirs-at-law, but ‘* children,’’ and that is the 
only change proposed, and to that my honorable 
friend from Michigan has properly called the 
attention of the Senate. I wish, also, the partic- 
ular attention of the Senate to that point. Lt is 
easily understood, and need not, I trust, be fur- 
ther discussed. 

The question was @aken on the amendment; 
and the Presiding Officer declared that it appeared 
to be lost. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. It is an important question, and I 
hope they will be given. 

he yeas and nays were ordered and taken; 
and were—yeas 9, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brainerd, Brodhead, Clayton, Evans, 
Fish, Foot, Rockwell, Rusk, and Wade—9. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Brown, But- 
ler, Cass, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Geyer, Gillette, Johnson, Jones 
“ lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Norris, Pearce, Sebastian, 
Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, Toucey, and Weller—25. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment, proposed by Mr. Bron- 
HEAD, Was in the third section—which, in the bill 
'8 introduced, was, as follows: . 

“That in no case shall any such certificate or warrant 
be issued for any service less than twenty-eight days, 
where the person shall actually have been engaged in 
ate, nor unless the party claiming such certificate or 
*arrant shall establish his right thereto by record evidence 
ofsud service, or by two credible witnesses.” 

0 strike out ‘* or,”? and insert ‘* except,” and 
Srike out ** nor,” and insert ** or taken prisoner 
vy the enemy and,”’ so as to read: 

“That in no case shall any such certificate or warrant be 
sued ‘or any service less than twenty-eight days, except 

the person shall actually have been engaged in battle 
*rlaken prisoner by the enemy, and unless the party claim- 
"such certificate or warrant shall establish his right 
i 20 bY record evidence of said service, or bv two cred- 
Withesseg,?? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CASS. I shall vote for the bill with great 
Measure, Mr. President. I think it is right; but 
beg to make a suggestion to the honorable 
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injustice may be done to some. If you require | 
twenty-eight days service, a man who served | 
twenty-seven days will have almost as much | 
merit. {fam aware, therefore, that wherever the || 
line is drawn, injustice will occur. But I hold in || 
my hand a letter which states the condition of a i 
detachment who. were ordered to Fort Wayne, 
immediately after the difficulty which arose on | 
the frontier in 1812, and who remained under the | 
orders of General Harrison some twenty-one days || 
in the service. I submit to my honorable friend || 
whether, in order to benefit those in such a case | 
as that, the term of service might not be drawn 
down to twenty-one days. It is a pretty hard 
case, and the-men undoubtedly did their duty. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I have received many | 
letters, sir, upon the point alluded to by the vener- | 
able Senator from Michigan. We cannot fix any 
limit in time that will not do some injustice to 
some people. You can establish no general law | 





that will not operate unjustly in certain particular | 
cases. I therefore think that it i#best to adhere | 
to the rule of one month, or twenty-eight days, 
which L have adopted. Those who were in service 
less than twenty-eight days, and were engaged in 
any battle, or were taken prisoners, are provided 
for by the bill, and I think that is enough. If we 
come down to twenty-one days, we had better 
strike out the limit altogether, and there are 
decided objections to that. We should lose the | 
bill I fear. At any rate, it would not strike the || 
whole country with as much favor as I hope the 
provision as it stands will; and I therefore must 
decline to yield to the suggestion of the venerable 
Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. CASS. [have no desire to put the bilbto | 
hazard. I shall, therefore, not press the aménd- | 


ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Arcuison | 
in the chair. If there be no further amendment | 
the bill will be reported to the Senateas amended. | 

Mr. STUART. Perhaps I ought to state a fact || 
which was presented to the consideration of the 
Committee on Public Lands, by a deputation || 
which waited upon the committee the other morn- || 
ing, representing the officers and soldiers intended || 
to be provided for by this bill. One class of cases 

| 








was stated, which was this: that certain men were 
drawn into the service in Maryland, and the same | 
thing was said to have been true in other places, | 
who were called ‘‘minute men.”’ 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Flotilla men. 

Mr. STUART. Perhaps, it was stated, they 
did not serve actually three daysy but they were 
required, by the authorities to hold themselves in 
readiness for any moment, and they actually were | 
taken away from their own affairs for months. In | 
many cases, there were periods of service, per- 
haps, for a day or two, at times considerably dis- | 
tant from each other. The bill, asit now stands, 
would not cover those cases, which would seem to 
be among the most meritorious. Some, it is true, | 
were taken prisoners; some were engaged in skirm- | 
ishes, and would come within the provision of | 
being in actual engagement; but a large numberof | 
them suffered in the way of deprivation from busi- | 
ness and from their families; and their own per- | 
sonal hardships were much more than those which | 
were experienced by largeclasses, who are covered | 
by the existing provisions of the bill. 

Now, sir, with my distinguished colleague, and | 
with the honorable Senator who has introduced 
the bill, I should be unwilling to hazard it; bat | | 
really cannot see how it would hazard it to put it | 
in the most acceptable form. It is true that you | 
cannot fix a discriminating line which will not 
do marked injustice in certain cases. If you 
say twenty-eight days, you exclude a man who 
served twenty-seven days with equal merit, with | 
hazard, with equal loss, and, perhaps, in a 
Piven case, and in a given number of cases, with 
even more merit, hazard, and loss. Therefore, | 
sir, I had intended, until it was s that it | 
might hazard the bill, to move to strike out that 
limitation. The first section provides for giving | 
bounty land to all those who were regularly mus- 
tered into the service and paid. That is the’ 
criterion. If a man has been paid as a soldier of | 
his country, let him receive the benefits of the 





Senator who has introduced it. I am aware that i bill, whether he was paid for ten da 
whatever line you draw, whatever number of days | days, or for twenty 
service you fix as the limitation to the benefits of | 
the bill, there will be very little difference of merit '| of the Senator from Pennsytvania to the fact— 
between thosé who approximate to each other, and || and the experience of every gentleman who has 
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ys, or eleven 
“seven or twenty-eight days; 
and mark me, Mr. President, I call the attention 











had anything to do with the procuring of these 
land warrants will testify to that fact—that the 
cases are almost innumerable where the reward 
for valuable services to the country is excluded 
by asingle day. Strike the limitation gut then, 
sir. Itis a bounty; it is a sintple donation by 
the Government to meritorious individuals, and 
let them all have it. 

lf we are to do anything at all, let us give the 
bounty to everybody who can be entitled to it 
under the principle of the bill, and let us end that 


| question now, for I can assure you, that if Con- 


gress at this time shall pass this bill, the next 
session will not have gone by before you will be 


|| compelled to obliterate this very restriction. The 


injustice will be so glaring and so obvious to the 
mind of everybody—that is to say, if the bill 
itself is founded in justice—that you will have to 
strike out the limitation, and let every man who 


| was in_ the gervice of the country at all have 


bounty"land. How does it stand now? Take 
the principle of the bill as it stands. The man 


|| who was in the service of the country five years 


is to get a hundred and sixty acres of land. The 
man who was only twenty-eight days in the ser- 
vice is to get a hundred and sixty acres too. 

Mr. WELLER. Or if one hour in battle? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; if he spent but one 
hour in battle, as the honorable Senator from 
California says, he is to get a hundred and sixty 
acres of land. 

Mr. BUTLER. And he is entitled to it, too. 

Mr. STUART. Therefore, there is no such 
thing as equality in the bill as it stands. Let us 
strike out all restriction, and do at once what we 


shall, by and by, be compelled to do—give to 


every man, who has been in the service of the 
country, one hundred and sixty acres of land. 

Mr. BADGER. Suppose he has been in the 
service of the country in Congress? 

Mr. STUART. Well, increase his pay. 
{Laughter.} My suggestion, therefore, Mr. Pres- 
ident, would be to strike out the words, “ for an 
service less than twenty-eight days, except where 
the person shall actually have been engaged in 
battle or taken prisoner by the enemy, and,” so 
that the third section would read: 

That in no case shall any such certificate or warrant be 
issued, unless the party claiming such certificate or war- 
rant shall establish his right thereto by record evidence of 
said service, or by two credible witnesses. 

I cannot conceive how that would endanger the 
bill. Indeed, | must believe, until | hear some- 
thing more on the subject, that it would increase 
the number of those who would support it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If 1 entertained that opinion 
I believe | would vote in favor of the amendment 
of my friend from Michigan, but I do not believe 
it. The biil already covers a very large class of 
soldiers. There are very few who entered the 
service, in point of fact and in earnest, that did not 
serve more than twenty-eight days; so that we had 
better be sure; we had better adopt a bill which 
will render substantial benefit to those who ren- 
dered real and valuable service. ‘Thatis my answer 
to my friend from Michigan. It seems t@ me 
that if we give to all who served under five years 
and over twenty-eight days, we covera very large 
class of our fellow-citizens; and I think the country 
will properly appreciate it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to ask the honor- 
able Senator from Pennsylvania whether there is 
any particular reason for limiting the provisions 
of the bill to those who served the exact number 


|| of days expressed in the bill—twenty-eight days ? 


Mr.BRODHEAD. Heretofore the term of one 
month—or thirty days—has been included in the 
bounty land laws, and there are but twenty-eight 
days in one month of the year. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It does not strike me, 
Mr. President, that that is a very satisfactory 
reason for fixing that time. I will say to the Sen- 
ator that, so far asmy individual vote is concerned, 
I cannot support the bill as it stands, because L 
think it makes an improper distinction; and to 
show how unfairly the limitation will operate, 1 
will statea fact. I know of a company of men who 
were mustered into the service of the country, and 
actually served for twenty-seven days—just one 
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day less than the time here limited. Well, now, 


sir, why should a man, or why should any num- 
ber of men, who just served twenty-eight days be 
more entitled to this: bounty land than a soldier, 
or a number of soldiers, who served twenty-seven 
days—one day less? If, therefore, you intend to 
shorten the period, and make it less than one 
month, which, it appears to me, is short enough, I 
think it would be more fair, and more sensible to 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. I shall, therefore, vote for the amendment. 

cannot consent to anything which would operate 
so unfairly as the bill, as it stands, would operate 
in making the distinction. ' 

Mr. CASS® I repeat, what I before observed, 
that I want the bill to pass; but it would seem to 
me to be a want of consideration to give one 
hundred and sixty acres to a man for one day’s 
service. As I before said, it is difficult to draw a 
line; but certainly a line drawn down to that—to 
give one hundred and sixty acres for one day’s 
service—does not seem to be doing justice. If you 
were to graduate the grant, and give one hoidand 
and sixty acres for the greatest service, and so on 
downwards, according to the service, that could 
not be objected to; but we are assuming tH® grant 
to be one hundréd and sixty acres, and I should 
be willing, perhaps, to come down to two weeks, 
but I think a discriminating liné should not be 
altogether swept away. 

r. DAWSON. Tao not think that this is 
intended to be ant by the consideration of 
the service actually rendered by any of the sol- 
diers whatever, as I understand the bill. First, 
we have a large quantity of public lands, which 
we desire to dispose of, whether they want them 
ornot. It seems we are desirous of getting them 
out of our hands, and from under our control. 
The next object, as | suppose, which the bill has, 
is to encourage patriotism; and the men who, in 
the war of 1812, took up their muskets, and put 
on their knapsacks, and went out in defense of 
their country, although it was but ten, fifteen, or 
twenty days, showed a willingness to discharge 
every duty incumbent upon them as soldiers or 
citizens, while, because they were in a portion 
of the country which needed no immediate de- 
fense,and because they could be attached to no 
— of the army immediately in the neighbor- 

ood, they were often discharged, although they 
had volunteered for twelve months, or more. 
Now, sir, it was the principle, the disposition to 
defend the country, that prompted them to go, 
which is the thing that I desire to encourage. 

As to the compensation of the soldier of 1812, 
that was regulated by the existing laws of the 
time. When he volunteered, or was enrolled, he 
received the pay he had contracted to receive. 
The present course of Congress is to compensate 
those who have once served the country, in order 
to encourage those who may hereafter serve, and 
the better plan, if we intend to give the public 
lands away, is to give them to those soldiers who 
exhibited, by their course of conduct during the 
war of 1812, a disposition to serve the country. 
Why, sir, by some accident during the war 
some officers and men were engaged in active ser- 
vice, in battles, and they received all the honors 
of the action; while hundreds, by accident, were 
thrown in another p sition, who, if they had been 
calledgupon, would have equally distinguished 
themselves. So, sir, the only principle which 
shall regulate my vote in this matter, shall be the 
disposition whieh was shown to serve the country. 
If one of those men who was enrolled was not 
called upon to go into action, it was not his fault. 

I agree, sir, with the Senator from Michigan. 
If you open the door voluntarily, and make a 
donation of your public lands, I see no rule by 
which you can limit your liberality, because, a 
man who may have been in the service, and sick 
all the time, and rendered no service to the country, 
but was an expense, comes in for the grant. It is, 
then, the disposition which we consider. While 
we are giving away the public lands, let us do it 
upon a and liberal scale; let us do it upon a 
principle we all understand—to encourage the 
patriotism of the country, by rewarding those 
who haveshown it heretofore, in order to encourage 
those who may come hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan, (Mr. Sroart.] 

Mr. BADGER. 1 should like the Senator to 
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explain the effect of it—whether it will enlarge or | 
diminish the number who will receive the grant. 

Mr. STUART, I will say tothe Senator from 
North Carolina, that the effect of it will be to give 

| to every individual who was mustered into the 
service of the United States and paid, one hundred 
and sixty acres of land, and will change the sec- 
- which now requires a service of twenty-eight 
ays. 
r. BADGER. Then, sir, I desire to say that 
I shall vote for that arnendment, because I cannot 
see why aservice of twenty-eight days should be 
required. I shall be excluded, myself, from the 
benefits of this bill, but still 1 will agree to vote 
for it without the amendment, if we can have an | 
understanding that the compensation bill for 
members of Congress, which I introduced, shall | 
pass the Senate without the yeas and nays, and 
without opposition. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I agree that, after we do 
justice to the soldiers, we should proceed to do | 
justice to ourselves. Mr. President, I am fer | 
enlarging the provisions of this bill, so far as we 
can do so with safety to its success. Hence it 
was that I moved to strike out the words ‘‘minor 
children,’’ and insert ‘‘ children.’?’ That would 
have enlarged*its benefits very much—more so 
than the amendment suggested by my honorable 
friend from Michigan, which is to strike out the | 
limitation of twenty-eight days. Therefore, it 
seems strange to me that honorable Senators, 
while they voted against the amendment to strike 
out the words *‘ minor children,’’ yet insist upon 
the amendment suggested by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan. If it should be adopted, I 
shall cheerfully vote for the bill; but I believe it 
is better to retain the limitation of twenty-eight 
days. Sir, it is much easier to point out the 
defects of a bill, or of a system, than to devise 
the remedy. You cannot, as has been well said, 
uae a general law or, a general provision, that 
will not operate unjustly in particular cases. For 
these reasons I shall vote against the proposed 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER. This bill has brought within 
its provisions a large class of persons. If I under- 
stand it, itnow includes the children of any officer 
or soldier of any war since 1790; and any one who 
served for one day in the war of 1812 will be enti- 
tled to one hundred and sixty acres ofland. Now, 
sir, I know this fact: that there are two widows, 
living not more than ten miles apart, one of whom 
—a surviving widow of a revolutionary soldier— 
could not obtain a pension because she could not 
prove that her husband had been four months in 
the service. She could not obtain a pension be- 
cause she could not prove that her husband had 
served four months in the revolutionary war. The 
evidence before the committee was very clear that 
he had served three months; but she could not 
establish the fact that he had served four months, 
or six months, which everit was. Now, I move 
the following as an additional section to this bill: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the surviving 
widows of the officers and soldiers of the revolutionary 
war be entitled to the provisions of this ee their 
husbands shall have served the time specified in the act. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Bills for the relief of the 
survivors of the soldiers of the revolutionary war 
have always been considered distinctly from bills 
making grants to those who served in subsequent 
wars. I do not know that provisions for the ben- 
efit of the officers and soldiers of the Revolution 
have ever been included in a bill providing for the 
officers and soldiers of the other wars. They have 
always been provided for in bills by themselves. 
I therefore rise for the purpose of saying that I do 
not think this amendment is exactly germane to 
the bill; and I hope, for that reason, that my hon- 
orable and distinguished friend from South Caro- 
Jina will not press it. There is another reason 
why it should not be pressed. If I am not very 
much mistaken, the officers of the war of the Revo- 
lution did ‘receive large grants of bounty land. 
Certainly, those who served in the Virginia line 
did; ond’ I know one who served in the Pennsyl- 
vania Continental line who received such bounty 


lands. 

Mr.BUTLER. The officers of the Continental 
line may have received it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. | think, therefore, that a 
provision extending the benefits of this bill to the 
revolutionary officers and soldiers, and their de- 
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scendants, had better be considered in a PoE 





and distinct bill. I will certain! oo 
vision of that kind, but 4 do not thinke it is crane 


to press its consideration as an amendme 
bill. It may, and I believe it will, enligied 
very much. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not see how a provision 
of this kind could embarrass this bill; but I do not 
hesitate to say that the widows—theaged widows_ 
of the revolutionary officers and soldiers, are en. 
tled to the justice of this Government in Preference — 
to the soldiers of the war of 1812, or the soldiers 
who fought in Mexice; and I state the fact, that 
according to the law now, no widow of a revoly. 
tionary officer can obtain a pension, unless she 
can establish the fact that her husband served six 
months. He may have served three months 
he may have served in the swamps, withoy 
bread, encountering all the hardships and perils 
of that war, but his widow cannot receive one 
dollar, either from the public Treasury or the 
public domain, because she cannot establish the 
fact that he served six months. I want to put the 
widow of a soldier of the revolutionary war pres 
cisely upon a footing with the widow of a soldier 
of the war of 1812. There is no reason why it 
should notbedone. I have limited the amendment 
to the widows, because we may very well say that 
there are now no minor children of revolutiong 
officers. I think that may be pretty well exouned, 
I have, therefore, limited it to the widows, and 
ty are very few of them. It cannot hurt the 

ill. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator has very 
proverty observed that this can do little injury, 

here are very few of those widows remaining, 
But I should like to know the fact, if the Senator 
can tell me, as to what is the actual provision of 
existing laws, in respect to pensions for the 
widows of revolutionary officers. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state a fact which may 
go to illustrate the law. My opinion is, that no 
widow of a revolutionary officer can obtain a pen- 
sion, unless she can establish, by satisfactory proof 
to the Department that her husband served six 
months. If itis but one day under that she can- 
not get a dollar. I am certain that the case 
which I have mentioned happened, that a lady, 
whose husband fought in the battles of the Revo- 
lution, could not obtain a pension from the Gov- 
ernment because she could only prove three 
seer ern There are very few of that class 
eft. 

My friend from Pennsylvania says that the 
revolutionary soldiers have received lands. To 
a very limited extent, sir. Allow me to say, that 
of the soldiers who fought in South Carolina, 
from North Carolina, frofff Virginia, and from 
South Carolina, designated and known as State 
troops, not one of the officers, or their descend- 
ants, has received a dollar from this Government. 

Mr. CASS. They received land. ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not an acre in right of their 
services that I have ever heard of. 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator allow me tossy, 
that all the officers in the revolutionary war, 
whether they enlisted for the war, or for three 
years, I think it was, were entitled to one hundred 
acres of land. That was assumed by the United 
States and given out of the western lands. But, 
besides that, the States that had the luck to hold 
lands of their own, like North Carolina, Virginia, 
and, 1 think, New York, and, possibly, Connec- 
ticut, gave to their officers and soldiers very large 
quantities of land, independently of what was 

iven by the United States. South Carolina, | 
at ad no land. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. CASS. A number of the States had, and 
they gave very large grants. Virginia, a8 !8 well 
known there, reserved the whole country between 
the Sciota and the Miami rivers, Ohio—and 4 
most delightful region it is—to give to the poldien 
of her line. But, I repeat, all the officers a 
soldiers of the revolutionary war, who serv 
according to the tenor of the law, which, | think, 


required three years’ service, received one hundr 
and those one hundred acres were loca 
United States se 
running by Zanesv! 

ing east aad west for one 


is the United 
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acres, 
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Mr. BUTLER. There is no one who could 
ut me right sooner than the honorable Senator 

from Michigan; bat IT cannot be mistaken in 
saying that I do not think the soldiers and officers 
of the State line—as far as I can speak for South 
Carolina—received an acre. 

Mr. CASS. When the Senator — of the 
State line, it is well known that,sindependent of 
the troops raised under the authority of the United 
States, there were cases in which the States raised, 
for particular purposes, troops of their own, and 
the land bounty of the United States was not 
extended to them. In that point of view the 
Senator is perfectly right. I referred only to the 
troops of South Carolina in the actual service. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, certainly. I think my 
friend and myself will agree very well. The Con- 
tinental troops—and_ there were a good many of 
that class in South Carolina—received land war- 
rants; but as to General Sumpter, General Marion, 
General Pickens, and their commands, [ will say 
that nota soldier of them received an acre of your 

ublic land. My father was a captain in the Rev- 
olution, and I know he has never received an acre 
of land. 1 will tell you what they did receive: 
they received indents issued by the Government 
of South Carolina, payable as certificates, and 
bearing acertain amountof interest. It is known 
that they depreciated, and they received very little. 
The Government here assumed the Stete debts 
ultimately; and speculators were benefited by it. 
But that has nothing to do with the question. 
What [ say now is so plain that there is nota 
mind, looking to it in theabstract, or as an act of 

alpable justice, but must see that my proposition 
will aid this bill rather than detract from it. As 
it stands, the widow of a man who shouldered his 
musket and went to the county court-house, or 
into camp, in the war of 1812, will receive abounty 
of one hundred and sixty acres of land, while the 
widow of a revolutionary officer or soldier, whose 
busband served for four montks, will not be en- 
titled toan acre under this bill or any other bill 
that has been passed. There are very few of 
those widows left; and I would go so far as to 
say, that they should receive land and some of the 
treasure of the United States, in virtue of the ser- 
vices of their husbands, if they served only one 
day. The amendment can do no harm. I think 
it will benefit the bill. 

Mr.RUSK. lagree with my friend from South 
Carolina. If the bill is an act of justice, it is as 
much deserved by the class to whom he proposes 
to extend it as by any who are contained in. the 
bill. If itis an act of gratitude, certainly it is still 
stronger; and how it would defeat the bill, I cannot 


see. 

Mr. TOUC Mr. President, I concur fully 
with the Senator from South Carolina; I see no 
reason why the restriction should be maintained 
in the bill which is contained in the first section 
in the words ** since 1790,” limiting the grant to 
those who have been engaged in any of our wars 
since 1790. I ask if there is a Senator upon this 
floor who is willing to make a discrimination of 
that kind against the soldiers of the revolution? 
The effect of the bill is only to grant one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to those who have not 
heretofore received any, and to those who have 
received a part, enough to make up that quantity 
of land. In the first section, there is introduced 
this restriction, by which the operation of it js 
limited to the wars that have occurred since 1790. 
Now, the object of my honorable friend from South 
Carolina can be attained by striking out that 
restriction in the first section. As it now reads, it 
relatcs to those who have served ‘‘ in any of the 
wars in which this country has been engaged since 
1790;” and then there is the further provision, that 
“where any of those who have so served shall 
have received a certificate or warrant, he shall be 
entitled toa certificate or warrant for such quantity 
of land as will make, in the whole, with what he 
may have heretofore received, one hundred and 
sixty acres to each such person having served as 
ee ‘ 

tr. BUTLER. That is right. I will accept 
tamendment. It will attain my object. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I think, sir, we shall then be 
legislating upon a general principle, by which we 
shall grant the benefit of this bill to all who have 
been concerned in the wars of the country from 
the Declaration of Independence. 

Mr, BRODHEAD. I have but one remark to 





| Vania congratulates the Senate. 


| use to make of the public property. 
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make. I shall not be strenuous in my opposition 


to the proposed amendment. I merely rise now 
for the purpose of congratulating the Senate upon | 


the liberal spirit which has been exhibited this | 


upon the consideration of the Senate the bill which 





to the officers. They had given a month’s pay 
for a yard of tobacco. The currency became de- 
preciated. It run down to nothing. “A good deal 
of the paper was the old Continental money. But 





morning. For the last three years | have pressed } as to what was called the funded debt of the Uni- 


is now before us. I haveno great objection to the | 
amendment. In fact, upon reflection, I rather in- 
cline to favor it. But, after it is adopted, I hope 
there will be no further amendments. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I submit the amendment to | 
strike out of the first section the words ‘since | 
1790.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I accept that, as it attains my | 
object, which is simply to place the widows of | 
the soldiers of the Revolution upon a footing with | 
the widows of the soldiers of 1812, and that can- | 
not be unjust. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I cannot respond to this appeal | 
for liberality, for which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
I am opposed to 
I do not think it is a proper | 
I think the | 
bill, as presented by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is, in every way, objectionable, both in prin- 
ciple and as to the established policy of the Gov- | 
ernment. I think it is one of the best evidences 
of the decline from the ancient policy. Let us | 
look at the history of it. So far as the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina is con- 
cerned, I approve of that. If you are going to 
divide the public domain, divide it fairly—take in | 
not only the widows, but the children of the sol- | 
diers of the revolutionary war. Do not extend 
it to one man because he happened to live a little 
longer than others. 

In the beginning of the war of 1812, all persons 
who enlisted into the public service of the United | 
States for five years, or during the war, wereentitled 
to one hundred and sixty acres of land, but these | 
patriots did not comeoutthen. Duringthecourseof | 
the war, we could not get soldiers. The armies of 
the nation were disgraced. Its Capitol was burnt, 
and we wanted patriotism. We then increased | 
the bounty to three hundred and twenty acres. | 


the bill in any form. 





| These gentlemen did not come forward then. After | 


the Mexican war, we = every man who had | 
served twelve months, [ think, one hundred and 
sixty acres. Now, the bill of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is to the effect that, any body who 
was ten days, or one day, or one hour, in the 
eel service, shall have an amount of the pub- 
ic domain that never was given upon the same | 
principle to a soldier of the Revolution, unless he 
enlisted for the war. There is much misappre- | 
hension in the Senate as to the system pursued | 
during the revolutionary war. If I am correct in | 
my recollection of it, a soldier in that war had to | 
serve three years fully, before he could receive the | 
rant. Soldiers who served in the armies of the 
nited States, during the Revolution, for two 
years, eleven months, and twenty-nine days, have 
petitioned Congress since to allow itto them by a 
special bill. But under the national enthusiasm 
which attended the Mexican war, we gave one 
hundred and sixty acres to everybody who served 
thirty days. 

So far as the bill is concerned, I think it very 
likely, if it passes the Senate and the House, I 
shall bea beneficiary to the amount of one hundred 
and sixty acres of land; but I think it is based 
upon no sound principle. The public lands were 
got for the purpose of giving additional bounties; 
and what has been the treatment of the revolu- 
tionary soldiers who won it, and their descendants? 
It is true the officers received their half-pay for 
life, or an agreement for it, which was commuted 
at their own instance, by their request; and the | 
soldiers received five years’ full pay, or ten years’ 
half pay. They received every dollar of it. The 





ted States, and the arrangement finally made with 


the officers, they were promised balf-pay during 


| life, and they ceded that and received the public 


securities, which were redeemed from those who 
| kept them, and presented them at the Depart- 
ment; but the soldiers of the Revolution—— 
Mr. TOOMBS. That is precisely what I said. 
At the time, or just before the officers got their 
half-pay for life, the soldiers were offered eighty 
dollars. It turned out nothing. I was not draw- 
ing a comparison between the soldiers and the 
officers. The officers got their compensation as 
it was promised them. 
But, Mr. President, the men of the Revolution 
had to serve three years to entitle themselves to 
one hundred acres of land. Now, it seems, you 
have become so patriotic that three days or an 
hour is sufficient; and those very men, of the last 
war, who would not enlist for the war, or they 
could have got one hundred and sixty acres at the 
beginning, or three hundred and twenty after- 
wards, but who went out in companies to protect 
their own homesteads from Indians or a foreign 
enemy, which they ought to have done, now come 
forward and claim one hundred and sixty acres 
of land—the same as those soldiers who enlisted 
for five years, and fought throughout the war. I 
say there is no equity or justice in it. Itis against 
all principle. It is wrong, fundamentally wrong. 
If you are going to pay these people gratuities, 
pay them according to the services rendered. 
t is very easy to talk about the old defenders 
of the country. Many of those defenders fell 
with arms in their hands, and they were not pro- 
vided for. Why should you give to those who 
| happen to live in 1855, after forty years have 
rolled over their heads, while you omit the chil- 
dren who have been left in penury by the death 
of those who have gone down to their graves? 
| If you are going to divide the public domain, give 

it to the widows and children of those who fought 
for the country. Why should they.not have it? 
Ia it patriotism to entirely exclude them? If you 
pay this bounty for services rendered to the public, 
pay all who performed the service, and the heirs 
of those who rendered that service. Therefore I 





|| shall vote against the bill in any, and in all of ita 


forms, unless it is broad enough to make a divis- 
ion of the public property among the whole people 
of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the bill, and [ regret that I differ from my 
friend from Georgia in reference to it. I did not 
like the proposition to allow the soldier of one day 
to be put on the same footing with one who served 
during the war. Such a provision appears to be 
unjust. I am, however, reconciled to this bill, on 
avery different ground from any that has been 
indicated. So far as it includes the officers and 
soldiers who performed service, 1 think it ia very 
well to give them theland; and I think the widows 
of revolutionary soldiers, particularly, are entitled 
to it. There are very few of them left, at any 
nm and I am willing to make this provision for 
them. 

I am inclined to vote for this bill almost in its 
fullest latitude, though I should prefer to strike 
out one of the amendments which has been 
adopted. I am inclined to vote for it because I 
believe it is the best form of distributing the public 
lands, because { believe it is better than the sys- 
tem which has heretofore been recommended, of 
giving them to every person who will go and 
settle upon them. I think it is a better form of 
distribution, as far as my section is concerned, 


United States paid it exactly as it was agreed to ||*than any which has been presented. Sir, we have 


be paid. By their contract they 

them in the public security like ot 

and they paid every man who served. 
CASS 


to pay 
creditors, 


Mr. . In the revolationary war? 
Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CASS. I merely want to state what the 


honorable Senator knows. The actual! soldier, to 
whom the pay was due, received a mere nominal 
sum. So my father, who was one of the soldiers 
of the Revolution, told me. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I speak of the officers. I make 
the distinction. | 

Mr. CASS. The same thing is true in regard 


a homestead bill here; and that homestead bill, 
when it is offered, has the advantage over almost 
any other bill, because it attracts to it voters and 
influential men in the country. This bill proposes, 
not to distribute the lands to settlers who will go 
upon them and take them as.a gratuity, but to 
distribute them among those who have contributed 
their services, in some measure, to win the domain. 
I say in some measure, for my friend from Georgia 
is perfectly right in one respect, that the officers 
and soldiers of the Revolution are those who wen 
the independence of the country, and the title to 
the very lands we now propose to distribute under 
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the provisions of this bill. I am willing to include 
the soldiers of the war of 1812, because they 
maintained the honor of our flag, and, in some 
measure, entitled themselves and their children, or 
at least their widows, to a participation in the 
fruits of victory, 1am in favor of the bill upon 
the broad ground that it will distribute to widows, 
and rot to voters, an equal portion of the land, to 
someextent. I shall vote for it upon that ground, 
with the qualification I have stated, so far as 
regards a general distribution. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. | only desire to make one 
further remark, and it is, that this bill is a very 
gees one, unless it be killed by kindness. I 

ave not so much objection to the amendment 


tenes 
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paves by the Senator from South Carolina, as || 


have to striking out the limitation in regard to 
time. If we could restore the twenty-eight-day 
provision, and adopt the amendment of the Sena- 


tor from South Carolina, | believe the bill would || 


be less objectionable to the Senate, and more 
acceptable to the country. I wish, therefore, to 
express the hope that some gentleman will move 
a reconsideration of the vote on the amendment 
which I proposed as a substitute for the second 
section, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Arcuison 
in the chair). A motion to reconsider cannot now 
be entertained, as an amendment is pending. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, this is not 
with me atall a question whether the proposed 
distribution of the public lands is, in_ itself, most 
desirable and proper. 


is not. But itis now settled and established, that 


According to my view, it || 


neither the public lands, nor the proceeds of the || 


sales of the lands, can be distributed among the 
States of the Union, either for specific purposes 
pointed out by Congress, or for the general uses 
of the States to which those lands or their pro- 
ceeds might be given. The country no longer 
needs the fund asa meansof revenue. Then, sir, 
we have our choice, whether we shall dispose of 
the lands in the manner proposed by this bill to 
those men, and their representatives, who have 
been engaged in the various wars of the country, 
or whether they shall pass in homestead bills, 
holding out inducements and rewards in the public 
prepesy of ‘the country to depopulate the old 
tates and drain their people into the new States, 
or whether the lands shall be disposed of upon 
the various processes of speculation, having the 
form and appearance of sale by graduation bills, 
when the country is to realize no real return. 

Now, sir, among the various practicable and 
oo modes of application of the public lands, 

decidedly prefer that which this bill offers to us 
to any of the others, and, therefore, I shall vote 
for the bill. I shall vote for it in the widest range 
and extent that it may be made to take. I shall 
go with my honorable friend from Georgia, to 
make it take in the heirs and representatives of the 
deveased soldiers, as well as the widows of those 
deceased soldiers. But in whatever form it may 
be put, wider or narrower, I shall go for it, be- 
cause I infinitely prefer this mode of applying the 
lands, to any of the other modes which are now 
possible and within ourreach. Thatis the ground 
upon which [ sustain the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. _I will simply say, in reply to 
the Senator from North Carolina, that I will not 
assume that the Senate intends to throw away the 
public property, and, therefore, 1 do not think it 
a fair comparison to present, as the only alterna- 
tive, the systems which the Senator has laid be- 
fore us. If the systems of which he speaks were 
presented to me, I might possibly accept the one 
which he does in preference to the others. But I 
will not act upon the presumption that the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States, 
representing the American people, must necessa- 
rily squander the public money in one of the ways 
he has mentioned—all objectionable. I will not 
agree to adopt one, lest a more objectionable form 
should be adopted by the legislative body. I as- 
sume that there is character enough, integrity 
enough, and patriotism enough in this Govern- 
ment to preserve the public property for public 
uses.’ I assume that it is not the intention of this 
Government to give it away in this partial form. 
1 am not prepared to say that it would be a very 
. bad system to divide the whole public domain 
among American citizens—among about ten mil- 
lions of men in this country, descended from 
the men of the Revolution. Of ali the modes, | 
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should prefer that, if we were going to throw 
away the domain. That is just. 
some sound principle. 





That rests on 
It is on the principle that 
t belongs to all the people, but especially to the 
eople who won it, and their descendants. Hence, | 


| if you admit that you are incapable of exercising 


this trust, that you are intapable of using it as a | 
public fund to relieve the people from public bur- 
dens, and that you must squander it in some 
bad and reckless mode, you might adopt the plan 
which I propose, or the one which the Senator 
from North Carolina proposes. But I seek, sir, 
only to do my duty; and I intend to vote against 
all improper modes of disposing of the public 
property. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania if he has any estimate of the quan- 
tity of land which will be required to meet the 
provisions of this bill, if it should become a law? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ihave not. I take it for 
granted, however, that, whether the quantity of | 
land be more or less, makes no difference, if the 
proposed measure is just in itself. 

Mr. CLAY. AsI understand the bill at this 
time, it proposes to give one hundred and sixty 
acres to every man who was called out and mus- 
tered into service in any war of the United States. 
This seems to me to be going very far, and I 
should like to ascertain how much land will be 








| required for the purpose. With this view I move, 


if it be in order, to refer the bill to the Committee 


| on Public Lands. 


Mr. RUSK. If the Senator will allow the vote 


| first to be taken on the pending amendment, his 


motion will be then more appropriate. 

Mr. CLAY. Very well, 1 will wait until the 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I wish to say 
a word or two in reply to the honorable Senator 
from Georgia. If the principle of this bill were 








that of giving away, or squandering-the public 
lands, I certainly should be bound to go against 
it. 1 do not entertain any doubt that it is competent 


| for this Government to make an additional grant 
| of money, or of lands, as a compensation for a 


past service under the Government. That is a 
principle which has been long adopted, and which 
{ had supposed was universally acquiesced in. In 
the-present case it is proposed to give one hundred 
and sixty acres of the public lands to the widows 
of revolutionary soldiers, where the soldiers 
themselves have not already received that amount. 
Can any man doubt the power of this Govern- 
ment to dothat? There is but a handful of them. 
The amount called for will be but a pittance. It 
is proposed, further, to makea similar grant to 
the soldiers who were engaged in the war of 1812. 


| Forty years have passed away since that war, and 


the number of its soldiers remaining now upon 
the stage of action can be but few. ‘Thirty-three 


| years are estimated as the average of a generation. 


If there be now any soldiers surviving, or widows 


| of soldiers surviving, or minor children of ‘such 
| soldiers, it is proposed to make this grant where 


they have not already received it. Ido not enter- 


| tain any doubt of the competency of this Govern- 


ment to do that. We can make a compensation 
after the service has been performed, beyond that 
which we stipulated in advance of the service. It 
is upon that ground that the power is exercised. 
It is exercised, too, upon the general principle of 
encouraging men to embark in our service when 
the country is involved in war. In that point of 
view itisa matter of public policy, and it is wise 
and sound policy. I confess that | am somewhat 
surprised that my honorable friend from Georgia 
should make an exception to the granting of an 
additional compensation for past services, where 
the grant is on the ground of those services. I 


know of no more limitation upon the power of || 


this Government to make a grant for past services, 

than to makea grant for future services. Weare 

not bound to stipulate the amountin advance; or, 

if we do stipulate the amount in advance, we un- 

doubtedly have power, I think, to make a further 

grants if we deem it just and reasonable, and con- 
ucive to the public interest to do so. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I agree with 
the Senator from Connecticut, that nothing is 
clearer than our constitutional competency to make 
additional compensation for past services. 

Mr. CASS. Whether civil or military? 

Mr. BADGER. Whether civil or military, as 
my friend from Michigan suggests, but especially 





J anuary 


2, 


a 
and particularly for past civil services, becay 


they are civil services. Mr. President, when | 
_ spoke of the alternatives left to us in regard to the 
disposition of the public lands, f did not proceed 
upon any presumptions about what Congresg 
would do with them. [I think it is not presumi 
that the lands will be disposed of for wastefy| wa 
improper objegts, to assume, as I did, that we 
had only certain alternatives left. The past histo 
| and the present state of the legislation, and of the 
| proposed legislation of Congress, in regard to the 
| public lands, demonstrates, I think, that we haye 
nothing left but the alternatives which I mentioned 

At the same time, however, it does not follow. 

that by saying that, I impute to gentlemen who 
vote for those projects the disposition of them to 
what they suppose to be wasteful and improvident 
objects. They may think them very wise and 
good. I think them wasteful and improvident: 
and believing that we are reduced to choose be. 
tween these three or four methods of applying 
the public lands, I go for giving them to merito- 
rious people, and meritorious classes of people 
who, or whose progenitors have heretofore served 
the country. On that subject I agree entirely with 
| my friend from South Carolina. I should regret 

exceedingly to see the lands disposed of in hold. 
ing out inducements, and offering bribes to the 
inhabitants of the old States, of South Carolina, 
and North Carolina, and the other Atlantic States, 
to quit the country of their forefathers, and trans. 
fer themselves to the West. I shall, therefore, 
go cheerfully for this bill in the widest range, 
After the pending amendment shall have been 
disposed of, if my friend from Georgia will sug. 
gest the one which he proposes, I shall go for it 
| with great pleasure, or if he will draw it up for 

me, I will propose it myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
amendment is to strike out the words “ since 
1790” in the following clause: ‘f In any of the 
wars in which this country has been engaged 
since 1790.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I perceive that it is necessary 
to move a further amendment in the first section, 
so as to conform to the one which has just been 
adopted. I mpve, therefore, to strike out the 
words “subsequent to the 18th day of June, 


1812.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
I propose the following as an 











Mr. STUART. 
additional section to the bill: 
Sec. —-. ind be it further enacted, That no warrant 
issued under the provisions of this act, shall be docated on 
any public lands, except such as shall, at the time, be sub- 
| ject to sale at the ninimum or jower graduated price. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I have ap objection to 
that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAY. I now renew my motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope that motion will 
not be agreed to. This bill has been before the 
Senate fora long time, and is very well under- 
stood. Besides, I fear, from the experience of the 
past, that if it gets into the hands af the Committee 
on Public Lands, we shall never hear of it again. 
For the last three years I have had the bill before 
that committee, and they never reported it back. 
It is true that the committee as organized at he 
opening of this session is somewhat different from 
what it was before. [cast no reflections or im- 
putations on thecommittee. I take it for granted 
that they had other business to attend to. 

Mr. BADGER. Railroad projects. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not know whether 
they were railroad or other projects, but we know 
there is a great deal of business before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and we are all over-worked 
here. Sir, I think we can understand the provis- 
ions of the bill without referring it to that com- 
mittee. At onetime, in order to have it consid- 
ered by a standing committee of the body, | 
moved the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, in view of the fact, that the 
chairman of that committee [Mr. Surexps] was 
himself a distinguished and gallant soldier, and 
would take it into considefation; but he repo 
it back, and asked that it should be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, considering that 23 
the committee which should properly have juris- 
diction. For these reasons, as we now under- 


stand the bill, I hope it will not be referred. Why 
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~ eain the exact or probable amount of the 
eee lands, which will be granted to the soldiers 
Per this bill, according to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama? It makes but little differ- 
nee, whether the amount be one hundred thou- 
wrod acres or five hundred thousand acres, or 
sanvije that quantity. If the bill be right, the 
yantity is not material. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Has the vote been taken on 
retaining the word *‘minor’’ before * child’”’ in 
thesecond section? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Wetook the vote on that, 
but I propose to renew in the Senate, the amend- 
ment which I before offered to the section alluded 
to by the Senator from Georgia. . 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, I do 
not desire that the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama, to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands, should prevail; but I think it is 
very important that the bill should be referred to 
come committee, and that it should be submitted 
to the Pension Bureau, or to the Secretary of War. 
| do not think it isa bill which should appropri- 
ately go to the Committee on Public Lands. 
think it properly belongs to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, or the Committee on Pensions. | 


I: should be laid before the Pension Bureau or | 


the War Department. The Pension Bureau is 
familiar with many hard cases in reference to 
widows and orphans’ of men who have fallen in 
the service of their country, and is able to judge | 
of the effect of the measure in connection with 
the existing pension and bounty land laws. 

For myself, I am willing to give bounty lands | 
to the surviving soldiers of the last war with | 
Great Britain, but I am unwilling to extend the bill | 
in the manner in which it is proposed to be ex- 
tended; and I fear from the amendments that have 
been agreed to, and which are likely to be adopted, | 
that I shall be constrained to vote against it. | 
hope, however, that my friend from Alabama will | 
change his motion. Perhaps it would be better 
to refer the bill to a select committee, of which 
my friend from Pennsylvania should be chairman. 
] think he has labored in the cause of the old 
soldiers in such a manner as to give them and the | 
Senate assurance that he will bring the subject to | 
a final disposition, if possible. I trust that, if it | 
be referred to a select committee, of which he shall 
bechairman, he will confer with the Commissioner | 
of Pensions on the subject, and present us with a | 
more perfect bill, and one more cautiously guarded | 
than this is. 

Mr.BADGER. Mr. President,I do not see 
any necessity, nor, in fact, any propriety, in re- 
ferring this bill toany committee. 1t is before the 
Senate. I think we understand the general scope | 


and purport of the bill, and I believe we are in | 
favor of itin the form which it has been made to 
assume. That being the case, I do not see why 
we should not pass it at once. But, sir, if it is 
to bereferred to any committee, I very respectfully | 
suggest to my friend, who last spoke, that he has | 
not indicated the proper committee. Neither of 
thosecommittees which he indicated ought to be 
selected for the reference of this bill; but it appro- 
priately belongs to the committee, of which, my 
friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Apams,] is the 
chairman—the Committee on Retrenchment and 


Reform, {laughter,] and in behalf of that com- || 





mittee, if it is to go to any, I put in a claim. 

Mr. CASS. Pin decidedly in favor of the | 
principle of the bill, and shall be glad to vote for | 
it; but I agree with those gentlemen who have | 
suggested the propriety of a more mature exam- 








| amendment, which may come in as an additional 


|} cates or warrants for land ; said scrip to bear an interest of 





ination of the subject. ‘We have now hastily 
ingrafted on the bill four or five amendments, and | 
we all know that we cannot understand such | 
tmendments fully unless we examine them in | 
‘onnection with the other provisions of the bill. 
For one, I think it is proper that we should know 
the amount of the grant. 1 believe, therefore, 
that we ought to refer it to the Committee or to 
the Commissioner of Public Lands, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the effect of the measure. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I have had it before the 
ommissioner of Public Lands again and again. 
Mr. CLAY. lam very indifferent, sir, as to | 
vhat committee the bill shall be referred to; but 
ey. it is manifest, in my opinion, that the 
lll should be referred to some committee. The 
r ator from North Carolina says we all know 
a Purport of the bill. That is very true; but | 
one of us know the effect of the bill. 1 have 
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its probable effect, and he admits he does not 
know. Indeed, he seemed to r that as alto- 
gether immaterial. [ do not. I think the bill 
should be referred. I thought the Committee on 
Public Lands was the appropriate one, and I still 
think so, more especially as they have already had 
it under consideration for three years. If, how- 
ever, the chairman of that committee objects to 
its further consideration by them, I am willing to 
waive that motion and move its reference to any 
other committee which he may choose to suggest. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Letit bea select com- 
mittee, 

Mr. CLAY. I move, then, to refer the bill to 
a select committee of five Senators, but I trust | 
shall not be appointed on the committee, as 1 do 
not wistr to serve upon it, 

Mr. BRODHEA If this bill is to be referred 
at all, it should be to one of the standing commit- 
tees. Why raise a select committee on the sub- 
ject? I will say, in reply to the suggestions of the 
Senators from Alabama and Iowa, that I, for one, 


called on the author of it, to tell us what will be 


|| do not wish to serve on any committee on the 


subject, select or standing. This bill has been 
thoroughly considered, and we had better not 
take this mode of voting against it, because it 
comes pretty much to that. I think the bill can 
be perfected to-day. There is but one question 


|| of importance remaining open in regard to it. It 


is the one alluded to by the Senator from Georgia, 
when he was last up, the question of striking out | 
‘* minors,’’ and inserting ‘ heirs.’’ I desire to | 
renew my amendment to that section, when the 
bill shall be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I have for- 
borne to take any part in this debate; but we Mave 
now arrived at the very pinch of the battle, just 
at that point where an erroneous move on the part 
of the friends of the bill may probably be fatal to 
it. I earnestly hope that the bill will now be 
passed, without a reference to either a select or a 
standing committee. It has been before Congress, 
as has been said by gentlemen, for many years. 
We have all had an opportunity of fully consider- | 
ing it. [ do not design, by anything I shall say, } 
to impede it, and 1 therefore do not desire to 
debate it. I hope we shall have action upon it. 
I look upon it as the best homestead bill that has 
ever been brought before Congress, and for that | 
reason [ shall vote for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion-of the Senator from Alabama to 
refer the bill toa select committee of five Senators. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I offer the following 


section: 
Provided, That every such non-commissioned officer, 
musician, and private, who may be entitled, under the 
| provisions of this act. to receive a certificate or warrant for | 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, shall be allowed the 
option to receive such certificate or warrant, or a Treasury 
scrip for $100; and such serip, whenever it is preferred, shall 
be issued by the Secretary of the Interior. to such person 
or persons as would be authorized to receive such certifi- 


six per centum per annum, payable semi-annually, and re- 
deemable at the pleasure of the Government, 
Mr. President, | copied the provision which I 
| have now offered from the act of February 11, 
1847; granting bounty land to the soldiers of the 
| Mexican war. My purpose isto make this a grant 
for the benefit of the soldiers. I regard the bill, 
as it stands, as simply a proposition to issue so 
much governmental paper in a particular form, to | 
be traded in by bankers and brokers in this city | 
and other cities. The amendment will have the 
effect, if adopted, to prevent land warrants from 
going down below the price at which I have pro- | 
posed to allow them to be redeemed. I propose 
to give the recipients of the bounty the opticn of 
taking it either in land warrantsor treasury scrip, 
payable in cash. Now, sir, we all know that as 
soon és this bill passes, and a large batch of land | 
warrants shal! be issued under it, the bankers and 
brokers will bring them down to a mere nominal 
price, until they buy up the whole supply. As 
soon as they do that, they will segd their agents 
off to locate the warrants upon the rich and fertile 
lands of the northwest, and they will sell them | 
at a high price. They will thus carry on the 
owe of making money on what is claimed to 
e a benefit to the old soldiers. Issue these one 
hundred and sixty acre warrants to into the 
market in this manner, and they will decline to 
























almost nothing. Then the brokers will raise the 
price, and thus they will alternate. The warrants 
will be used by speculators to buy up rich lands 
in the northwest, and in California and Oregon. 
This I wish to prevent. | hope the amendment 
will be adopted, becanse it will have the effect of 
keeping up the price of the warrant for the benefit 
of the old soldiers. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, There is one decisive 
objection to the amendment of the Senator from 
lewa. Itis that the amendment proposes to allow 
$100 for each warrant which may be issued under 
the provisions of the bill. Some will receive a 
warrant for one hundred and twenty acres, and 
some for eighty acres, under its provisions, be- 
cause under ‘previous laws they received forty 
acre warrants, oreighty acre warrants. ‘The object 
of the bill is to put them all on the same footing, 
and to give them enough to make up one hundred 
and sixty acres. This, of itself, is a decisive 
objection to the amendment. There are other 
reasons which I could give in opposition to it, but 
I do not wish to delay the Senate. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. If it will make the 
amendment more acceptable to my friend from 
Pennsy|lvania, I will modify it so that the amount 
to be paid shall be in proportion to the quantity 
of land mentioned in the warrant, whether forty 
acres, eighty acres, or one hundred and sixty acres. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on con- 
curring in the amendments to the bill which have 
been made by the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. Shall the question be taken on all the 
amendments together, or on each separately? 
(Separately.] Then the question will be on con- 
curring in the first amendment in order, which 
is to insert in the firat section “ sea-fencibles.’’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The second amendment, which was to strike 
out from the provision in relation to seamen the 
words, ‘‘except those who have received prize 
money,’’ was concurred in. 

The third and fourth amendments, which were 
to strike out the words limiting the bounty to the 
soldiers who served in the wars since 1790, and 
the militia who served since 1812, were concurred 


in. 

The PRESIDENT. The fifth amendment, 
made as in Committee of the Whole, is to strike 
out of the third section the words, *‘ forany service 
less than twenty-eight days, or where the person 
shall actually have been engaged in battle, or 
taken prisoner by the enemy, and.”’? Will the 
Senate concur in this amendment? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish, at some suitable 
time, to renew the amendment which I offered as 
a substitute for the second section. As the Senate 
have adopted the amendment of the Senator from 
South Carolina, it seems to me there is an addi- 
tional reason for placing that section in the form 
which I ropenel, I know that the immediate 
question before the Senate is on concurring in the 
amendment to the third section, striking out the 
twenty-eight day provision. I think that provision 
should be allowed to stand, and then the second 
section should be modified as I proposed; or per- 
haps it would be as well for me to offer my sub- 
stitute for the second section, and then let the 
question be taken on this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The better plan would be 
to allow the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole, to be acted on before offering 
others. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Very well, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on con- 
curring in the amendment to the third section, 
which has been stated. 

[t was concurred in. 

The last amendment made)as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to add the following additional 
section: 

Sec. —. And he it further enacted, That no warant 
issued under the provisions of this act shall be located on 
any,of the public lands, except such as shall, at the time, 
be subject to sale at the minimum or lower graduated price. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will ask the Senator from 
Michigan to expluin what he means by ‘‘ min- 
imum or lower graduated price?’’ 

Mr. STUART. I will state to the Senator 
from Georgia, that without this provision, these 
warrants might be located on reserved lands; for 
instance, alternate sections reserved for railroad 
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grants, and other reserved sections. The object 
of the amendment is to confive the selection of war- 
rants to such lands as are subject to entry at the 
minimum price, or the lower graduated price, so 
as to give the holders the option of taking land 
subject to entry at ten shillings an acre, a dollar, 
or any other price. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 now renew the amend- 
ment which I offered when the Senate was acting as 


in Committee of the Whole, as a substitute for the | 


second section. As the Senate have stricken out 


the limitation in the third section, I hope they will | 


adopt this amendment, the effect of which is prin- 
cipally to strike out ‘‘miuor child,” and insert 
** children.’ 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania whether his object will not be ac- 
complished by simply striking out the word 
‘* minor ’’ where it occurs in the second section? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It would toa great extent; 
but [ propose to insert “ father ”’ and ‘ mother ’ 
also; hence, my object would net be entirely at- 
tained by the Senator’s suggestion. 


to adopt the substitute which | propose. My 
amendment is to strike out the present second 
section of the bill, and in lieu thereof, insert the 
tian 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in case of the 
death ~3 any person entitled to a certificate or warrant 
under the provisions of the fore going section, such ceri ifi- 
cate or warrant shall be issued in favor of, ‘and inure to 
the benefit of his family, according to the following rules : 
First, to his widow ; second, bis children ; third, his father ; 
fourth, his mother: Provided, however, Tha no person 
who has perpetrated, or attempted to perpetrate, a fraud 
upon the United States under any law, shail be entitled to 
the benefit of any provisions of this act: Pr-vided further, 
That a subsequent marriage shall not impair the right of 
any sach widow to such warrant, if she be a widow at the 
tune of her making ber application. 


Mr. WELLER. 


he means by the word ‘attempted,”’ in the last 
branch of the amendment. 1 can very readily 
conceive why a man, who has perpetrated a fraud 
on the Government, should be excluded from the | 
benefits of thelaw. But thatis a judicial question, 
and | should require that he should be regularly 
convicted of that fraud before being deprived of 
any of the privileges conferred by the bill. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania goes a step beyond 
that, and says that a man shall be excluded if he 
has attempted to perpetrate a fraud. Who is to 
decide that question? Is it to be left to the Pen- 
sion Office to decide, when a man makes an appli- 
cation there for bounty lands, whether he has ever 
attempted to perpetrate some fraud on some De- 
partment of the Government? I think thatis a 
very objectionable provision. I therefore ask the 
Senator to strike it out, and confine the exclusion 
to those who have really perpetrated frauds on the 
Government. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I modify my amendment 
by striking out the words “‘ or attempted to per- 
——, in conformity with the suggestion of the 

nator from California. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | propose to amend the sec- 
ond section before the question is taken on striking 
it out. I propose to strike out the word ‘* minor,’ 


**child.”” This is a motion which will take pre- 
cedence of that of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BADGER, I hope that amendment will 
be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. “The question is now on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, as a substitute for the second sec- 
tion. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senate will not 
adopt that amendment. We have now got the 
section in ager form, and I do not see that my 
friend from Pennsylvania will make it any better 
by striking it out,and putting in his substitute. 
Let us hold on to it as it is. 

The amendment was — . 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
— the bill to be engrossed for a third read- 


ie STUART. Mr. President, I believe that 
in the condition in which this bill stands, | shal! 
vote against it. I do not wish to renew the ob- 
jections which [ made when we were acting as in 
Committee of the Whole; but I think there is 


I should like to have the | 
Senator from Pennsylvania explain to me what | 





There are 
other details in the section which make it better 





| myself, for it does not go exclusively to the minor 
|| children. 





|| divides-the bounty land with the child eight years 


| hands of speculators in large quantities. 
where it occurs in that section before the word | 


such a palpable objection to such a departure from 

anything that has been done before, as to give 
|lands to the children of individuals who have 
served the country without respect to age, that I 
' shall vote against it. It may give rise to a class 
of cases which, | am told, are somewhat numer- 
ous; perhaps there is one in the Senate now, | 
where a distinguished individual has received | 
| land for services in the war with Mexico, and under 
| this bill will be entitled to receive land in company 
with a minor brother. The effect of the bill, as 
it stands, is to divide between the full grown man 
and the minor child, the donation of one hundred 
_and sixty acres of ‘land for the services of the 

father, if there be such a case. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Will the honorable Senator | 
| permit me to remind him that when the law was 
passed giving bounty lands to the offiters and 
soldiers engaged in the war with Mexico, those 
who were then members of Congress were ex- 
cluded from its benefits. I do not believe any 
member of the Senate or of the House ever received 
any benefit from that law. 

Me. STUART. I think there are individuals | 
now here who were not here then, to whom that 
exclusion did not apply. Whether I be right in 
that or not, however, does not affect the principle. 
I say, take a case where land is donated for. the 
services of a deceased soldier, and there are two 
children, one of whom is forty years old, and the 
other eight, if you please, or one twenty-five and 
| the other eight. The one twenty-five years old 


of age, under this bill. 
| Mr. WELLER. I suppose the Senator from 
| Michigan alludes to my case, and I will therefore 
exphain it 1 obtained a grant of one hundred and 
sixty acres of land myself, for my military service 
, during the Mexican war. My father was a com- 
| missioned officer in the war of 1812, and served 

uader my distinguished friend from Michigan, | 
_([Mr. Cass.] I havea half-brother who is only 
thirteen years old; as a matter of course, there- 
fore, under the provisions of this bill, as it now 
| stands, the land to be granted for my father’ ‘3 ser- 
| vices will be divided between that half-brother and 








Mr. STUART. I said before, sir, thatit might 
well be presumed that if the children were minor 
| children, they were proper objects for the donation 
| of this land by the Government. In regard to 
the widow also, that is a fair presumption, though, 
| perhaps, a very liberal one. But, sir, there is no 
| presumption that a man who is forty years old has 
| need of the bounty of this Governmentatall. It 
isa simple question of a gift. Genuemen may 
seek to shape it as they may; but it is only a ques- 
tion of giving away the public lands. 1 am in | 
| favor of that course with certain restrictions; and | 
| 1 beg leave to state to the Senate, at this time, my | 
reasons for that. 

lam in favor of the earliest possible settlement 
| of the public lands. The very worst condition of 
| things for the land States, is that the United States 
Shall remain the proprietor of lands within their 
borders. The next in order of objectionable con- 
ditions of things, is that the lands shall go into the 
The best 
possible condition of things is, that they shall be 
in the hands of actual settlers. Well, now, sir, 
what is the effect of this bill? It is not to provide 
| one actual settler in a thousand ef those who re- 
ceive the donation. All the bounties received by 
| widows will, of course, pass into the hands of 
speculators, at whatever may be the market price. 
All those received by old men now living in one 
of the old States, will pass to speculators by the 
same law of trade. 

It is proposed by the amendment, which has 
been adopted, striking out ‘‘ minor,’’ to increase 
that evil, to throw a still Jarger amount of these 
certificates into the hands of speculators, by giving 
the lands to those who are thirty, or forty, or 
fifty years old. It isa donation without any re- 
gard to necessity. If it were said that some rule 
should be estabigshed, by which it should be shown 
that a full-grown man was poor, and in a condi- 
tion where the Government might properly donate 
land to him, for the past services of his ancestor, 
I should not object to it; but the moment you go 
beyond widows and minor children, you not only 
do awa — with all. presumption of necessity, but 
you strike a blow at once against the interests of 
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ed aah ankendtntiabaibcshs fie sakaere 1 edelsieeniabdbtiaedibeniuathienstadaentadmantien tashaiaaniaemae ae nee land States, by increasing the amoun 

scrip that is to be issued, throwing it on 
hands of speculators, and thereby absorbing en : 
mous amounts of the public lands, to be held fe, 
merely speculative purposes. As an individ ai 
resident of a land State, I consider that each 
policy so strikes at one of the most vital j interests 
of my State, that, muchas I should like to Vote 
for the proper eae) of this bill, and chee 
fully as I should vote for it, if it were confined tp 
widows and minors, where there is AN equivalent 
for any injury that may grow up, in the present 
condition of things, I shail aeolian to vote 
against it. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I really do not 
see the force of the objection urged by the honor. 
able Senator from Michigan, in either aspect of 
this case. With my friend from Connecticut, | 
consider that we are making a voluntary additions) 
compensation for past services. Upon what prin. 
ciple, sir, do you direct this compensation, in the 
event of the death of the man who rendered the 
service, to be given to anybody else? Why do 
you give it to his children in preference to - 
body else in the world? It is upon the ground 
that he being gone, we select the supposed ob. 
jects of his affection, and put them in his place, 
That is the whole affair. ew. I should be glad 
to know why, in disposing of this fund upon this 
principle to the representatives of a man who has 
rendered you service in time of war, you should 
say that one of his sons, who is more than twenty. 
one years old, is less entitled to be considered as 
the representative of his affections than a child 
who is under twenty-one? Why, if one child be 
twenty years and eleven months old, should hebe 
considered as entitled to share in this additional 
compensation for the past services of his father, 
and another who is twenty-one years old and a 
month over, be excluded from receiving this 
bounty? I cannot understand it. 

It seems to me that the moment you assume the 
principle on which this bill is founded, you do— 
what? You suppose, for the occasion, that this 
quantity of land was the land of the ancestor—the 
soldier who served you; and he being gone, what 
do you do with it? You give it to those who, 
after his death, if he had left land of his own, 
would have taken it; ;or, as my friend from Illinois, 
who sits beside me, [Mr. Smiecps,] suggests, 
(which brings it specifically to this case,) you do 
with it,-in regard to his descendants, just as the 
law of the country would have done, if you had 
given it to him before he died; that is, you give it 
to his children. 

Then, in the next place, the Senator from 
Michigan says there can be ne presumption thet 
a man, who is thirty or forty years of age, needs 
this assistance. Now, ih the view I have taken 
of this subject, and in the frame of this bill, it is 
not founded upon the supposition that the children, 
in any case, need what is given them, for nothing 
is said of their necessities. It is founded on this: 
The ancestor rendered service; we desire to make 
an additional compensation for the service thus 
rendered, to manifest our sense of it. He is no 
longer here to receive that manifestation person- 
ally, and we give it to those who represent him— 
those who sprung from his own loins, the objects 
of his tenderest affection—to whom, when he 
died, the estate which he left went, and to whom 
this, also, on the principle of the bill, ought to go. 

But then, sir, if we suppose that any idea of 
necessity is concerned, permit me to say that m 
friend from Michigan ig entirely mistaken. 
could find him a great many men of thirty or forty 
years of age, who stand in need of help, ¥ 
stand in need of help from the Government, 8° 
who not only have the claim, (if they are the chil- 
dren of deceased soldiers who rendered services,) 
that the minor children have, but they have itin 
a more eminent degree; because it has so hap- 
pened that the middie and active age of life hes 

away-with them without their being able 

o-achieve an independence, and nothing 18 = 
for them in the future but a condition of de 
ence or pen ' whereas the young man just 
entering into life, though he may have nothing 
has all the chances before him of the success 
prosecution of some enterprise by which, by the 
time he reaches forty, he may be enabled, so far 
as pecuniary considerations are concerned, to turn 
with indifference to the bounty you propose !° 
bestow, 
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Again, the objection is founded u 
idea of the principle of the bill. 





he bill is not 


tional compensation for services rendered. Where | 
the person who rendered those services is gone, || 
the bill selects as the recipient of that merited tes- 
timonial, those who represent him in blood, as 
well as the widow whom he has left behind him, 
the nearest objects of his affection; and surely 
they are a8 near, whether they have passed or 
pave not yet attained theage of twenty-one years. | 
There is, however, one idea of my frien from |) 
Michigan to which I wish to call the attention of | 
my friend from Georgia. The Senator from 








own person, or in the person of his widow or his 


have them under twenty-one years of age? When 
you take away that restriction as to age, will it 
not increase this donation more than a million 
fold? ‘There is no doubt about it. Whether you 


say “‘minor children,” or simply “ children,” 


makes that difference numerically. 1 repeat, that 
every man who has ever been in the service of the 


, country, is to get one hundred and sixty acres of | 


land through himself, his widow, or his child; for 
{ take it, the number will be very small indeed 
who are not represented either by a widow or 
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| 
| 


| 
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Michigan objects to the bill because it will not || child. Now, it comes home to its effect upon my | 


ople the western lands; because it will not attraet State; and I call upon gentlemen who represent | 


j 


settlers there; because, as he says, not one out of 
a thousand of the recipients of this bounty will 


ecause the title to the lands will be sold, and the 
money obtained by those who are to receive the 
bounty. In other words, he objects to this bill, 
not merely because it gives lands to those who 
may be of full age, not because he is Lepore. 
that those who represent deceased soldiers shoul 
receive the bounty which would otherwise be 
given to those soldiers, but because his object, 
coming from a land State, is so to dispose of the 
public lands that those who take them shall go 
and settle upon those lands in the new States 
where they are. Now, that is the very policy 
which I told my honorable friend from Georgia 
this morning was one of the alternatives between 
which we had to choose as to the disposition of 
the public lands. 

Sir, | am for encumbering the bill with no such 

rovision. Iam for the billas itis. Ifanybody 
who is entitled to lands under this bill, supposing 
it to be passed, chooses to go and settle in Michi- 
gan, or any other land State, I shall feel no dis- || 


satisfaction; I shall wish him success wherever he || living men who have served their country. He | 


oes; but want to leave him at liberty to use this 
Soasty of his country in such manner as he shall 
think proper, and not compel him to move from 
the valley or the mountain in which he passed his 
early years, and in which the bones of his ances- 
tors now lie, and around which his affections 
cling, for the purpose, by an unnatural process of 
temptation, of calling him from that home of his 
forefathers and of his infancy, to another and dis- 
tant part of the country. The bill, I think, sir, is 
right as itis. If we mean to give the bounty, let 
us give it liberally. Do not let us trouble our- 
selves in considering whether those who represent 
the old soldiers of our wars are twenty or forty 
years old. The merit of their ancestors was the 
same in each case; thé nearness of their connection 


there ought to be no distinction madé between 


to those ancestors was the same in each case, and | 


em. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, ingeniously 
as the Senator from North Carolina has argued 
to show what the principle of this bill is, [ sub- 





the land States here, to look at its effect. 
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na mistaken || one hundred and sixty acres of land, either in his || defeat the primary object of the bill, to wit, to 

| benefit the surviving soldiers who have fought the 
based upon necessity—it is not to provide for the |, child. -Can no man see the difference in number | 1 
necessitOUs at all—it is to givea bounty, an addi- || between those who have children, and those wh | 
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battles of your country. If this be not entirely 
overthrowing the laudable object which the Sen- 
ator from Penneylvania has had in view, and has 
been pursuing for years, then | confess that figure 
are false, that arithmetic is good for nothing, that 
the experience of the commercial community is 
good for nothing. In view of all this, can | con- 
sent to do such rank injustice to the State which 
I in part represent here, while I do nothing in 
the way of justice to the surviving soldiers of our 
country? Sir, so well satisfied am I of this, that 
I intend to take the sense of the Senate by movin 
to reconsider the vote on striking out the weed 
**minor’’ in the second section. | make that 
motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, my friend 


_ As I said before, the worst condition of things || from Michigan is certainly a very ingenious legis- 
f there to live on the Jands granted by this bill; || is for the Government to hold the land by way of | lator. He understands very well legislative tac- 


preventing settlement, and | do not hesitate tosay | tics. 


He gts us into a dilemma, and then he 


that it is the worst condition, both forthe General || complains of it. He procures an amendment of 


Government and for the States. [have ever held, 


|| the bill in such a manner as to enlarge its provis- 


and I hold to-day, that the Government of the || ions, and then he complains that the provisions 


United States is as much benefited by the settle- 
ment of the public domain by actual cultivaters 
of the soil, as are the States in which that soil lies. 
Their interests are identical. It is manifestly 
woe the interests of the State, and of the 

nited States, too, that large portions of the pub- 
lic domain shall pass into the hands of speculators 
at nominal prices. Now, let a large amount of 
scrip be issued, as will be done under this bill, 
giving a land warrant to every man who has ever 
been in the service, and what will it be worth in 
the market? What sort of a donation are you 
making to the survivors of those who have fought 
the battles of your country? Let me bring this 


point to the attention of the gentleman who has in- | 


troduced this bill from the most worthy motives. 
Say, if you please, that there are ten thousand 


proposes now, by issuing scrip which shall bring 
in a million of grown men representing those who 
are dead, so to affect the value of the scrip that it 
will not bring twenty-five cents an acre—nay, not 
even ashilling an acre. Let this bill pass, and 
you cannot sell a certificate for one hundred and 
sixty acres of land for one hundred and sixty 
shillings, for the very plainest reason in the world, 
that it will not be worth it. You will have flooded 
the market; you will have issued, by virtue of 
this bill, if it shall become a law, scrip enough to 
enter all the land that will be entered within the 
next five ér ten years; in view of such circum- 
stances, what will the scrip be worth? 

You say you are going to benefit the surviving 
soldiers of the war of 1812. That is the business 

ou are engaged in. It is your primary object. 


eetings have been held all over the United States, | 


and the best feelings in the human bosom have 
been appealed ~to, in order to benefit these men. 
Deputations have been sent here to induce us to 
look at the matter. There is about to be a con- 
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mit again to him and to the Senate, that it is | vocation of these men themselves, on the 8th of | 


nothing more nor less than giving away a portion 
of the public lands without any consideration 
whatever. Whenever a proposition is made, 
before service. is rendered, to give lands as a 
reward for certain service, the service becomes a 


part of the consideration; but can any man tell 
me what consideration there is, when, after || 


having made a contract for service, and the service 
hes been performed, and the contract price paid 
for it, the man for whom the service was per- 


formed. comes forward, and says, ‘1 will give || 


you a thousand dollars besides?’’ If that be not 
an outright donation, I should like to have the 
dictionaries consulted to see what would consti- 
tute one. The Senator from North Carolina 
says he is unable to ascertain the foundation of 
my objection. 


r. BADGER. I said I did~not see the force || 


of it. 1 understood its foundation. 


k for one moment, and see how many acres of 
land will be given by the provision on which I || 
was commenting, | think he will see some force 
init. As the bill now stands, it proposes to give || 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to any man 
who ever served the country from the Revolution | 


down to to-day; and if he is dead, it goes to his | 


widow or That is the provision. Every 


e same proportion 
man, therefore, who served the country, is to have || injure the interests of the United Sates. 








| over those 
Mr. STUART. Well,.sir, if the Senator will | 


January, the anniversary of the battle of New 
Orleans, to do what? hy, toask you to give 
them one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
anybody suppose they are going on the land, to 
live upon it? There is not one in forty of them, 
probably not one in a hundred of them, who is in 
a condition to go into the wilderness and clear up 
his farm. What does he rely on? 
value of the land warrant, after he shall have ob- 
tained it. Now, in giving it to him by this bill, I 
say you issue such an immense amount of similar 
land warrants, that his land warrant is scarcely 
worth the taking. A shilling an acre will be the 
utmost that he can get for itin the market. Yet, 
with this sort of legislation, you visit upon my 
State, and upon all the land States in this Union, 
the greatest calamity that can befall them, next to 
your refusing to sell the land at all. You spread 
tates a blanket of land warrants, in 
the hands of speculators, to be held there until 
those who now live in the State have so raised the 
value of wild land by their industry, that these 
speculators can sell their land for from five to ten 
dollars an acre. That is the effect of this bill. 

Gentlemen may now see the enormous conse- 
quences resujting from the change of a single 
word in the bill. By it you destroy the interests 
of the land States. In th 
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The market | 
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| far"as regards Kentucky. 
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are enlarged, and he tells us of the ill effect of 
extending it so far. When I first introduced the 
bill, [ confined its operation to those who had 
served twenty-eight days and more; but the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan moved to strike out 
that restriction, and the Senate agreed to it, thus 
giving the bounty to those who one day were 
mustered into the service, and the next day were 
mustered out; so that it was on his motien that 
the operations of the bill were greatly enlarged. 
I think, then, that he should not complain that it 
has been too much extended. 

Sir, I expected a good deal of opposition from 
the Senators representing the new States. I 
expected to hear of speculators in land warrants. 
We have heard of them, as if there were no spec- 
ulators in land in the new States. I think there is 
no occasion for any allusion to speculators either 
in land or in land warrants. The value of land 
warrants is well known and easily understood. 
They always oe full value, or nearly ao, 
though it is true there are some cases in which 
they do not. [ will not detain the Senate. I hope 
the bill will now be put upon its passage, I think 
it would be well to restore the limitation as to time, 
but the sense of the Senate is otherwise. I hope, 
therefore, that notwithstanding the objections of 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, the bill 
will now be permitted to pass. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I did not design to say a word on this bill, 
nor do I desire now to enter into any discussion of 
it; but after the remarks which have been made 
by the Senator from Michigan, I do not know 
that I could remain silent, in justice to myself, and 
in due regard to the State which | have the honor 
to represent in part on this floor. 

The Senator from Michigan says that this dona- 
tion ought to be limited to minor children. It 
seems to me that, if the donation which we are 
making is a meritorious one, it can make no dif- 
ference whether the children be minors or adults, 
males or females. If we are to give this bounty, 


oes || let us give it to the descendants of the old soldiers; 


let us carry it down to every degree in which it 
can be inherited. For myseif, | should prefer the 
use of the word ‘‘heir,’’ as the most extensive 
one which could be employed; but still, I am sat- 
isfied to take the bill as it stands. 

The Senator alluded to this effect of this meas- 
ure upon his State. I trust, then, that I may be 
allowed, with proper modesty, to allude to the 
effect of it as far as the State of Kentucky is con- 
cerned. Though I am delegated as a representa- 
tive from that State, I trust that, in my notions of 
policy, Iam broad enough to be, in the language of 

he Constitution, ** a Senator of the United States.’”’ 

But, sir, let me look at the effect of this bill so 
In the war of 1312 the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois were then, to 
agreat extent, unsettled. The Administration was 
not over heartily sustained in the war against Great 
Britain. Themen who were in that war, and who 
ought to be the meritorious recipients of this favor, 
are the men who began at Tippecanoe, before the 


| declaration of war, under Allen and Davies, the 


ou | such gallant services. These are the men who, in 
ou 


men who, at the Thames, and at the river Raisin, 
under Shelby, Adair, and Johnson, rendered 


the hour of trouble and trial, were ready to re- 
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spond to their country’s call. 1 do not wish | 
to draw invidious distinctions, but I will say, 
that Kentucky, in proportion to her numbers, 
furnished as many soldiers as any other State | 
for the disastrous battles of the northwest, and | 
the blood of her sons flowed more profusely, I | 
believe, than that of the citizens of any other | 
State in the Union. These men now ask, when 
age, and accident, and infirmity have disabled | 
them from obtaining a competency—they ask it as | 
a testimony of gratitude and grateful recollection | 
from their country—that they shall receive a small | 
land warrant, that they may go out and locate it | 
in Michigan, or those other far off regions, which 
were secured to the country by their arms, and 


| 


prowess; they ask it for themselves, and for the | 
descendants of their gallant comrades who have | 
since sunk into the grave. 
Recollect, Mr. President, that it comes very | 
hard to an old State, especially such @ State as I 
represent, to think now that her citizens are to be | 
deprived of al! participation in the country which, | 
at the time of the last war, was possessed by | 
Tecumseh and the British allies, oa from which 
they were expelled by our arms, You have given 
to the, States forme 
donations of land for school purposes. They 
have had large appropriations of books for 
libraries, and money for public edifices. Many 
of them have received millions upon millions of 


acres of land, in alternate sections, for railroad || 


purposes. Others have received vast quantities 
of swamp lands, All those grants have been con- 
fined to the States in which the lands lie. Now, 


when the very men who drove off the savage foe || 


from that territory, and who made it belong to 
the Union, if | may use that expression, come 
here and ask for a portion of it, they are told 
** you cannot have it, because you are so old that 
ou cannot settle on it.”’ If I mistake not, the 
enator from Michigan voted for and advocated 
the homestead bill at the last session. Then let 
me ask him whether the descendant of one of the 
heroes who fought in the bloody fields of the last | 
war, from Tippecanoe to New Orleans, is not as 
much entitled to a donation of land as any vaga- 
bond who may be thrown upon our shores from | 
Europe as a pauper or felon? 
Sir, the men who are to be benefited by this 
bill rendered meritorious services to the country, | 
and they ought to be rewarded forthem. If those 
who rendered the services are not themselves | 
living, the benefit should inure to their children. | 
That is fair, and just,and right. There are now, | 
on this floor, from the old States, half a dozen | 
Senators who are relationsand kinspeople to those | 
who suffered in that war. I ask you, sir, whether | 


it is not fair, and just, and proper, that this claim || 


should be preferred by the old soldiers, especially 
those in Kentucky and Tennessee, and other 
States which have received nothing from the Fed- | 
ern! Government in the shape of donations of public | 
lands, simply because those lands did not lie within 
their borders? Although Kentucky is said to be | 
the first born, and the eldest child of the Union, 
you have reversed all the rotions of the law of | 
primogeniture so as to deprive her of all benefit | 
from the publiclands. She has been disinherited. | 
She has been treated by the Federal Government | 
as a step-mother treats a child of her husband by | 
a former marriage. That is the way in which she | 
and the other States which do not contain public | 
lands have suffered. Why refuse to their citizens 
who served in the last war, who fought the sav- | 
ages who occupied the territory on which these 
new States now flourish, this small donation ? 
The Senator from Michigan talks about the 
damage to result to his State fram speculators 
es hold of the land. I think he misconceives 
the effect cf the bill. If you grant to one of these 
old heroes a land warrant, he will give it to his 
son or his grandson, who will go and settle on the 
land, The new States should be glad to have 
euch settlers. They should know from the char- 
acter of the ancestors of such a man that he is one 
who will stand up for what is right, and just, and | 
patriotic. These are the men to whom I would 
give such donations, I shall vote for the bill as it 
. stands. I shall vote for it in any shape, because 
I prefer it to profligate appropriations of the 
public land for railroad purposes. is, as al 
matter of individual responsibility, is the best pos- | 
sible scheme you can get. 
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ident, I have been | immigrants who settled around their 
very much disposed to go for this bill, because it || enhance the value of their speculations, 


out of that territory large || 


|| for the benefit of the poor soldiers, 


\) the honest labor of the hardy an 


“Mr. WELLER. Mr. Pres 





| is a very ungracious task to oppose any measure 
| which proposes to make compensation for mil- 
| itary services which have been rendered to the 
| country; but, as one of the Senators on this floor, 
representing a new State, in which there is now a 
| vast quantity of public lands which are directly to 
| be affected y the operations of this bill, f have 
been constrained to hesitate, and I shall have to 
| reflect still more upon it before I can bring my 
| mind to vote for the bill. Whatever my personal 
| feelings may be, I must, as one of the Senators of 


||}a new State, look to the probable effect it may 
‘| have upon its future welfare. 
from which the savages were expelled by their | 


Sir, I agree in much that has been said by the 
| Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr,] as to the 
| practical operation of this bill. Noone can doubt 
| that these certificates will be bought up by specu- 
| ators in the cities, and that the inevitable effect 
| will be, that in all those States in which there is a 
large amount of public land, there will be exten- 
sive non-resident ldnd proprietors. I agree, too, 


| 
| with the Senator from Michigan, that the true 


|| policy of this Government is to hold its lands ex- 


| clusively for the use of settlers. I agree with that 
Senator, that such a course not only strengthens 
| the power of this Government, by making every 

man directly interested in it, by being the owner 

of the soil, but, for the future permanency of our 
| institutions, it lays the foundation broad and deep 
in the hearts of our people. If 1 believed that 


|| these soldiers, or their immediate descendants, 
| 


would themselves emigrate to the far an@ distant 
| West, settle down upon its rich and productive 
valleys, and cultivate the soil, | shcald not hesi- 


|| tate about giving them even a section of land, if 
'| necessary. But,sir, | cannot shut my eyes to the 
\| fact, that the Senator from Pennsylvania, as one 


| of the representatives of an old State, has already 
notified the Senate that this is the only way in 
| which the older States of the Union can get their 
| share of the public lands, 

That Senator says there are ten thousand men 
| within his own State who are directly interested 
|in the passage of the bill. How many of them 


|| would themselves emigrate to the West, and avail 
| themselves of the bounty proffered to them? How || 


| many of those brave and gallant soldiers, who 
| were the recipients of your bounty because of 
| their engagement in the Mexican war, have them- 
selves settled down and are now in the possession 
of their quarter section of land? 
Senator on this floor who believes that one out of 


ients of this bili, will ever themselves possess the 
land? Will these men, who periled their lives in 
the second war of independence, or their descend- 
/ants, seek, under the provisions of this bill, a 

home upon the now unsettled public lands? Do 


|| you desire to administer to their wants, and 


smooth their passage through the remainder of 
life? No, sir; no. This is a bill not for the gal- 
lant and intrepid soldier, but for the greedy specu- 
| lator. 

What, then, do you propose? You propose to 
issue a vast number of certificates, which are to be 
bought up by eastern speculators, to be located 
upon the rich and productive prairies of the West, 
and there to be held for their own benefit, and not 
If by thrust- 
ing my hand into the public Treasury, or into my 
own pocket, | could carry joy and gladness to the 
hearts of any of those brave and gallant men who 
were 80 pogeen? alluded to by my friend from 
Kentucky, I should not hesitate to do it. Icould 
not find it in my heart to refuse.. But, sir, you 
propose here to make the eastern speculators the 
owners of your western jands, under the pretext 
of rewarding soldiers for past services! You wait 
until nearly the last of those soldiers has sunk 





| into his grave, and now you propose to hunt up 
|| somesremote @escendant, and make him the recip- 


ient of a certificate which hecan trade off to some 
bank or broker in the eastern States, for perhaps, 
sixty or sevent dollars! And this, you call 
justice to the old soldier! 

In 1837, those of us who then lived in the West, 
know that, under the operation of the banking sys- 
tem, with an inflated paper currency, there were 
speculators who were buying up whole townships 
of the public domain. me would neither sell 
at a fair price, nor cultivate, bu 








t they relied upon 
enterprising 
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/one hundred of those who are to be-the recip- | 
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lands, 9 
will bring about the same state of Rais eee 
for it will authorize the speculators to go and 
locate the public lands with the scrip which wi] 


be issued. 

Sir, the Senator from Delaware says he poe 
for this bill, because it is the best homestead bill 
rs ever soe This a pean bill! Sir, | 
thought the ve inciple on which your hor, 
stead bill was ceank waa that it was ood suet 
in this Government to have its lands cultivated. 
and by way of inducing your population to leaye 
the large and overgrown cities, and migrate to the 
West, you said that you would give them q 
quarter section of public land, if they would settle 
upon and cultivate it for a period of five years 
That was the homestead principle—cultivation, in 
order to open up the resources of the country—in 
order to enhance the value of the property ‘upon 
which your taxation principle could then be a 
plied. Flere, however, is simply a proposition to 
issue a certain amount of certificates, to be traded 
and gambled for by the ae and broking in. 
stitutions of the country. ~A bill to foster ang 
encourage speculation in the public lands. Not, 
bill to provide a home for the poor, the destitute, 
she houseless soldier—but a bill to throw the pub. 
lic lands into the hands of rich capitalists. 

Well, sir, how many men will be the recipients 
of this bounty? How many men were called out 
into the military service of this country in the war 
| of 1812? Can any Senator here answer that ques. 
|| tion? Is there any man here who is prepared to 
|| say what multitudes will come under the provis- 
ions of this bill, upon the pretext of being the 
descendants of some man who fought for his 
country atsome time or other? Itis not necessar 
| that he should have fought hard, or that he should 
| have served long; because, under the liberal pro- 
| visions of the bill, if he served but for a day, orif 
he only served a quarter of a day, and was engaged 
in a battle, he is to be entitledto one hundred and 
| sixty acres of land. Then, what is a battle? [| 
ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to tell me how 
| many men must be engaged in a fight before it can 
be considered a ‘‘ battle,” according to the pro- 
visions of this bill? Where does he draw the line 
of distinction between a skirmish and a battle? 
Why, I apprehend it is as difficult as it is to draw 
the line of distinction between a creek anda river. 
How many persons must be engaged in a fight 
before, under the provisions of the bill, the Com- 
missioner of Pensions can solemnly decide that 
it was a battle ? 

I think, Mr. President, it would have been well 
for us if we had reflected, before starting in this 
scheme, how much land will be diverted from the 

ublic domain by the adoption of this measure. 

e ought. to know how much of that immense 
territory which the United States now hold, is 
to be thrown into market under the operation of 
this bill. No mancan tell how much. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Pennsylvania has labored 
assiduously for three long years to carry this 
measure through; in his own language he has been 
laboring for it ‘‘ in season and out of season,” and 
in my judgment, he strictly told the truth, forl 
have oftentimes seen him laboring for the bill out 
of season. [Laughter.] But, with all the labor 
which he has given to the subject—and he has made 
it the study of three years—can he now tell me 
how much land will be necessary to carry out the 
requirements of the bill. 

r. BRODHEAD. I do not care. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania says he does not care. Ido. Iam anxious 
to find out whether we have land enough to meet 
the requirements of the bill. It certainly will 
require more than one hundred millign of acres :_ 
The. State which I represent, with her accustom 
modesty, may ask for some small appropriation 
of lands for railroads. I can count, with great 
confidence, upon the support of the present incum- 
bent of the chair, [Mr. Bapeer,| as he has always 
stood by me on such questions, and has never 
been deterred by the seeming extravagance of an 
appropriation. [(Laughter.] But, sir, | fear that, 
if this bill be passed, the surface of those States in 
which such land grants may hereafter be needed, 
will be shingled over by land certificates in the 
hands of eastern speculators. Do ydu te 
locate the old soldier upon one hundred and sixty 
acres of mineral land? I do not know that avy 
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ion of minefai lands is made by the bill. I | 
nF oa say that the Federal Government has | 
- valuable mineral lands in the State from 
which { come. If you propose to give the soldier 
one hundred and sixty acres of mineral land in 
California, | can comprehend it; but if you intend | 
to prohibit him from going there, why not say so | 
by the provisions of the bill? . 
| did not intend, Mr. President, tosay a single | 
word on this question, and I should not have done 
so but for the fact that the bill has been putin such | 
a shape as will utterly prevent me from voting for | 
it. Ifit were confined to the soldier himself, or to | 
his widow, or minor children, I should probably | 
have given my support to the bill, notwithstand- | 
on it might operate injuriously on the State from | 
which | came. Actuated by the higher motive | 
alluded to by the Senator from Kentucky, the | 
fact that I am a Senator of the United States, and | 
not merely the representative of a particular State, 
| might have voted for the bill; but it has now | 
been placed in such a shape that I cannot support | 
it, It is an ungracious task, I grant, to oppose it. || 
It is an unpopular position, I know, for any Sen- | 
ator to assume; but I am not in the habit of con- | 
sulting public opinion, in order to determine the | 
manner in which I shall discharge my duty. I | 
will do what I think is right, regardless of conse- | 
uences. Sir, I trust 1 am above being moved by || 
that thing called papebe clamor, which has been | 
manufactured for the occasion. That there has | 
been some clamor on this subject is undoubtedly 
true. It has been gotten up, inthe main, by those | 
who have, perhaps, as much of this world’s goods | 
as | have—probably more. I will not detain the | 
Senate further. I merely announce my determin- | 
ation to vote against the bill in the shape in which | 
it is now presented. Whilst [ am always willing | 
to extend the utmost liberality to the soldier who | 
has faithfully served his country, lam not willing | 
to open a wide door to the land speculator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Baperr 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion of | 
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ment down, to be looked into; and, as the honor- || value to the soldiers and will bei side att 
able Senator from California has sugges ; ws injarious to the 


ted, no || land States. 

man can tell the amount of land which will be Now, sir, I do not think that we should take 
required. No one can say whether we have || counsel any more from the natural opponents of 
enough lands to satisfy all the demands which || the bill. 1 mean those ffm the new ates who 
will be made under such an extensive provision. | have heretofore always opposed its provisions. If 
Why, sir, I have just been told by a member || we are going to review the amendments, | hope 
of the House of Representatives, who understands | that we shall strike them all out, and retain the 
the subject very well, that, by some calculations || limitation of twenty-eight days, and thus prevent 
which were made at the last session, it was esti- | the issue of thousands on thousands of land war- 
mated that the biil, as originally presented, without || rants, and thereby comply with, and carry out, 
the additions which have been made to-day, would || the views of the honorable Senator from Michi- 
take more than a hundred millions of acres of the | gan, (Mr. Cass.] I know that the proposition to 
public lands. 1 am as liberal as any man can be || give extra pay to the soldiers of the Mexican war 
on this subject; but, before I give such a vote as | came from the western States. Such, at any rate, 
that { should like to know exactly what I am | is my recollection. The western States sent many 
voting for. The honorable gentleman from Penn- | soldiers to the Mexican war. ‘The gentlemen rep- 
syivania says he does not care about the amount. | resenting these States then were eloquent in behaif 
I do, and for this reason: the question before us || of the proposition to give three months extra pay 
now is not one of justice. By that I mean that || to those soldiers. 

this bill is not. in compliance with any promise || Mr. President, if Senators will take the trouble 
actually made. When you called men into your || to examine the provisions of this bill, it will not 
service, you held out inducements to them, and | take them long to comprehend them. I think we 
said that, if they volunteered or enlisted, they || can as well perfect it here as a committee can. 
should be entitled to so much land. That was a || This is the proper time and place to do it. Let 
legal promise, and it has been fulfilled -by the || us agree to the pending motion to reconsider, if it 
Government. After the service has been rendered, || is desired, and then I hope the Senator from Mich- 
and it is proposed to confer additional bounty || igan (Mr. Srvagr] will move to reconsider his 
lands, you should take into consideration the || amendment striking out the limitation of twenty- 
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the Senator from Michigan to reconsider the vote 
of the Senate by which the word ‘‘ minor”? was 
stricken out of the second section of the bill. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, the bill is in such 
a form that I do not understand its details. There 
was an example at the last session which ought 
to warn us against hasty legislation. According 
to the manner in which a clause in the naval ap- 
propriation bill was worded, the surrender of the 
navy-yard at Memphis to the corporate authori- 
ties of that city depended on the payment of a 
claim of the navy agent for percentage on cer- 
tain disbursements. The two provisions were 
hastily put together as an amendment, and that 
was the result. It should forever bea warning to 
us against hasty and inconsiderate legislation. 
Amendments are put into important bills, and 
nobody knows their bearing. ‘This bill ought to 
be printed, as it has been amended, before we 
finally act upon it. - , 

Mr. WELLER. Will my friend allow me to 
cite another case in point? 

Mr.CASS. With pleasure. 

Mr. WELLER. I voted the other day for an 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Fessenpen] to the invalid pension appro- 
priation bill. I supposed, at the time, that it 
involved an appropriation of not more than 
$400,000 or $500,000, at the most, but I -ascer- 
tain that, by the construction placed on that 
amendment at the Pension Office, it will require an 
expenditure this year of $1,200,000. Of course, 
I never intended to vote for such an extravagant- 
provision as that. 

_Mr. CASS. All these things should be warn- 
ings to us against hasty legislation. In such im- 
Portant provisions we ought to have the bill and 
amendments before us printed, and not trust to a 
casual reading. Iwas, however, about to inquire 
whether this bill, in its present shape, takes in 
every person who served in the Revolution. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, as 
stands, is without limitation of time. 

Mr. CASS. Then it includes every male over 
the age of sixteen or seventeen years who was 
then in theeountry. None of them prone hun- 
red and sixty acres, except the o of the 
pe pa os army. A hundred acres no 
ost that any of got. The adoption of the 
bill in that form will require all the revolutionary 
claims from the commencement of the Govern- 





various circumstances connected with the case. 


eight days. When we have done that, we shail 


I have no doubt of the constitutionality of || have restored the bill to something like what it 
making grants of land for military services. That || was when we started. 


has been done from the foundation of the Govern- || 


ment. We grant pensions under the same power. || 


We grant bounty lands, if we consider that the 
services have been such as to warrant additional 
compensation, As the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. Tovucey] has said, it works in 
two ways: It gives them that compensation to 
which they are entitled, and serves as an encour- 
agement to men hereafter to enter the service of 
the country. 

But I repeat, Mr. President, that, in one aspect, 
this is a gratuity; that is to say, you are not bound 
to grant it; and I, for one, am determined to look 
into the circumstances, and to see how far the 
provisions of the bill reallygo. Theman who dies 
in ‘haw service, and leaves a widow and minor 
children, leaves persons who are pecuniarily inter- 
ested in his fate, and his loss is a pecuniary injury 
to them; but those of his children whom the law 
has taken from him, those who are beyond the 
age of minors, and are working for themselves, 
are not interested in this pecuniary loss, and | 
would not extend the gratuity tothem. 1 would 
stop where every law which you have heretofore 
passed on this subject has stopped. ‘. 

I think we should not go beyond the minor 
children and wife, who suffer from the death of 
the father and husband. | think we should not 
extend the bounty to those who do not suffer by 
the death. We may fairly stop at this point, 
considering the nature of the proposed grant, 
which is nota legal one, butone wholly voluntary 
on our part. 

L repeat, Mr. President, that I am among those 
who wish to know the extent of the proposed 
grant, and whether we have actually land enough 

elonging to the United States to meet the claims 
which will be presented under this bill, if it shall 
become a law. I am for postponing the subject, 
to give time for consideration. 
it to the proper Department, in order to get fu 
information on the subject, as I wish to under- 
stand it fully and fairly. I think we ought to 
understand exactly what its provisions are, as | 
believe there is no gentleman on the floor now, 
who knows specifically what it does provide for, 
and how far it extends. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, 1 hardly 
expected the support of gentlemen from the land 
States for this bill. When my friend, the junior 
Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Sruarrt,} became 
very kind to the bill, | was afraid that he would 
damage it. The first proposition to enlarge its 
provisions, to strike out the limitation of twenty- 
eight days’ service, and give the land to every 
man who was fora day or even for an hour in the 
public service, camefrom him. 1 was afraid then 
that he would kill it with kindness. Now, at the 
close of the debate, we find him coming forward 
and saying that the whole country is to be shingled 
over with warrants, and that there are to be 
so many of them issued that they will be of no 





|| States. 


I am for = urged the former bounty land bill through this 
| 


Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from Cali- 
forma, a short time since, alluded to a provision 


| which was added, as an amendment, to the invalid 
| pension appropriation bill. 
| by a member of the House of Representatives, 
| who had a conversation with the head of the 


I have just been told, 


Department on the subject, that he estimates the 
| expenditure under it at $6,000,000. 


* Mr.SHIELDS. Mr. President, I do not wish 


| to enter into the debate, at this time; but I think 
|my honorable friend from Pennsylvania does 
| injustice to the representatives of the western 
As one of those representatives, I must 
say that I have taken great interest in this sub- 


| ject. He must recollect that a few sessions ago I 


took great interest in a bill granting bounty lands, 


war, but to the officers and soldiers of the war of 
1812, and all the Indian wars of the country. The 
honorable Senator does us injustice when he thinks 
we are opposed to this bill now. I am in favor of 
| it; and if at be pressed to a vote, I shall go for it, 
| even in its present shape; and, in fact, in almost 
— shape in which it may be put. 
t seems to me, however, that when the honor- 
| able Senator urges this bill with so much zeal, he 
| ought to be able to show us the probable quantity 
of land which revolutionary soldiers and their 
descendants will receive under its provisions. He 
should also be prepared to show us what quantity 
will be likely to inure to the benefit of the soldiers 
of the war of 1812, and their representatives; and 
what amount wiil be required to satisfy the boun- 
ties to be given for services in our other wars. This 
is a subject of calculation; and I confess that we 
eannot arrive at it with perfect exactness, but we 
can come pretty near to it, near enough for all 
practical purposes. I think we ought to have that 
information before us for our guidance. When I 


| not only to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican 


| body, every Senator who was then here, will 
| remember that I importuned, and even annoyed, 
| the Senate to the bill for the benefit of the 
soldiers of the war of 1812, and the soldiers of our 
| other wars. I found then, that nearly four hun- 
| dred thousand would receive donations under that 
| bill, according to its provisions; yet it was much 
| more limited than this. How far this bill may go, 
I cannot tell. 

No Senator here is more anxious than I am to 
do justice to these gallent men. I am willing to 
do them more than justice; I wish to treat them 
with liberality. I think we cannot confer a higher 
bounty for future courage and future bravery then 

| will be afforded A tree. those who have 

| fought well and ved gallantly in past wars. 
I do not believe that we shall ever have another 
war, or another opportunity of rewarding them. 
My opinion is, and I hope this opinion will be 
verified in the future, that we shall never bave 
oceasion to fight Zreat battles again. 

Mr. CASS. On our own soil, I hope, never. 
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Mr. SHIELDS. If we ever have a war it wil! | 
not be such wars as we have had; but one on 
that extensive scale which is now going on in the 
Crimea. Armies may come here to attack us, 
but we shall never agaiff have any wars in the 
interior of our country. As | before remarked, | 





Mr. WENTWORTH. I intend to move that 
| it be printed, and its consideration postponed until 
| this day two weeks. 

Mr. COBB. 1 have no objection to that. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair if the morning hour has commenced? 

The SPEAKER. It has. ' 

Mr. JONES. Well, I wish to inquire further, 
what will be the effect of reporting bills now 










no Senator here is more anxious to do justice to 
these men and their descendants than] am. I do! 
not believe that many of my relatives will be ben- 
efited by the bill, in any shape, and, therefore, I 
have no personal interest in it. Lsee going on now, 
sir, in another part of the globe,a conflict which 
is likely to convulse the whole world. What as- 
tonishes me in that conflict is, that a little handful 
of French and English, a comparatively small 
number of brave men, could maintain themselves 
in one corner of a great empire, containing some 
seventy millions of inhabitants, and imagine for 
a moment that they could take up their winter 
quarters there. Such an experiment will never 
be tried here, although we cannot number more 
than oro millions of people. Why? Be- 
cause you have been liberal to your soldiers, and 
this bill and other bills like it, show that America 
never forgets the bravery and gallant conduct of 
her sons. 

But, sir, I will not go into such questions. I 
am in favor of the bill of the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, and | am gratified that he is 
pressing itas he is; but I eonfess I should like || 
to know, before finally acting on it, what is the 
probable quantity of land which will be required 
under it. I have no idea of the number of per- 
sons who will be entitled to land under the bill. 
If it be limited to those who served more than 
twenty-eight days, [ should like to know how 
many millions of acres would be required to satisfy 
their claims? I think this is a pointon which we 
should have full information before final action. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be printed, 
and then, on motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


consideration, some for one week and some for 
| two weeks? Will they not all come up during the 


| cable confusion? 

TheSPEAKER. They will come up during the 
morning hour on the days to which they are post- 
poned, and will take precedence of all other reports 
from committees during the morning hour of those 
days. 

Mr. JONES. And from day to day until dis- 
posed eof. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I object to this re- 
port. 

MAIL CONTRACT IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. LATHAM, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Post Office Department be requested 
to transmit to the House of Representatives a copy of the 
contract made by the Department, in the year 1853, with 
Messrs. Ramsey & Carmick, for the transportation of the 
United States mai'ts between Vera Cruz, in Mexico, and San 
| Diego, Monterey, and San Franciseo, in California, along 
with all the correspondence relative to the same; and also 
relative to the change of schedule of the days for the arrival 
and departure of the United States mail steamers to and 
from Vera Cruz on the line to New Orleans. 


SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


Mr.STRAUB _[ ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following preamble and 
resolution: 

Whereas, the surviving officers and soldiers of the late 
war with Great Britain contemplate holding a convention 
in the city of Washington, on the 8th day of Jaauary, 
instant: Therefore— 

Resolved, That out of respect, the use of the Hall of the 
House of Representatives be tendered them by the Speaker 
for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand from 
the newspapers that the convention have already 
procured a room in the city. They will meet in 
the day time, and if we allow them the use of this 
Hall, we shall have to adjourn over to make room 
for them. Punt 

Mr. STRAUB. Well, it will only be for one 


day. 

ir. JONES. We have but a few days left, in 
which to transact the necessary business. 

A Memser. Besides, that convention will be 
in session for several days. 2 

Mr. STRAUB. Well, suppose it is in session 
for four or five days. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from Tennessee as objecting to the 
introduction of the resolution ? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRAUB. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
resolution cannot be received. 

Mr. COBB. The morning hour is passing 
away, and there is an important measure—the 
bill to graduate and reduce the price of public 
lands to actual settlers—in order before the 
House. The consideration of the amendments 
to this bill was postponed till this morning, in 
order that the bill, with all the amendments, 
might be printed, and laid upon the tables of 
members. 

Mr. STRAUB. 
that I had the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania cannot be entitled to the floor, as objec- 
tion having been made to his proposition, it can- 
not be received by the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will not object 
to the introduction of the resolution, if a majority 
of the House are disposed to vote for it. 

Mr. ORR. I shall object to the introduction 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
resolution cannot be received. 

Mr. STRAUB. I would inquire whether a 
— to suspend the rules cannot at any time be 

e 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, January 2, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wittiam H. Mirevrn. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting the annual statement, prepared by 
the Register of the Treasury, of the receipts and 
expenditures of the marine hospitals, founded for 
the relief of sick and disabled seamen in the ports 
of the United States, for the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1854; which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a statement showing the 
balance of appropriations standing on the books 
of his office to the credit of the Department, for 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1854; which 
was likewise laid upon the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

‘he SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of a bill *‘ toamend 
an act approved August 4, 1854, entitled ‘An act 
to reduce and graduate’ the price of the public 
lands to actual settlers and cultivators.’ ’’ 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEM. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana, by unanimous 
consent, reported back, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, with certain modifications, a bill 
**to remodel the diplomatic and consular system 
of the United States.”’ 

Said bill was ordered to be printed, as modified, 
and its further consideration was postponed until 
Tuesday next. 


FOREIGN PAUPERS. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. The 
Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
a resolution, directing them to inquire into the 
expediency of ee enactment to prevent the 
immigration of blind, insane, or disabled persons, 
have directed me to a bill. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. I prefer that the commit- 
tees should be called regularly for reports. 

Mr. COBB. What does th® gentleman from 
Massachusetts propose to do with his bill? 


I was under the impression 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





during the morning hour, and postponing their | 


morning hour; and will it not get us into inextri- | 








The SPEAKER. Except on Monday, 
motion is not in order under ‘the rules of the 
House. : 

Mr. COBB. I will now finish the remarks 
which I commenced making a few minutes since, 
[ will suggest to the members of the House that 
if they will send to the Doorkeeper, they can bs 
furnished a copy of the bill with the amendments 
offered to it. I trust that the House wil! Vote 
upon it, and for it, too, as soon as they become 
perfectly satisfied that it is correct. I havea 
of my hour left, but have no disposition to 
further discuss the merits of the measure now 
before us for consideration. The amendment 
reported by the committee is, I think, so plain 
that every gentleman who gives it an examination, 
will readily and cheerfully vote for it. 1 hope 
that we will finish the discussion, and come tog 
vote upon the bill during the morning hour, ° 

It is said by the newspaper press of the coun 
that great frauds have been perpetrated under tie 
law of the last session. If such frauds have been 
perpetrated, it is our duty as soon as possible to 
put an end to them. For my part, I have not been 
able to discover in what the frauds consist, for the 
Government gets as much from one person as 
another for the land disposed of. The only differ. 
ence is, that the frauds, if any, are committed upon 
the actual settlers by the speculators—that is, they 
obtain an undue advantage over them. This isa 
matter, however, for the House to determine. | 
trust that they will act speedily upon the proposi- 
tion now before them, and pass the amendmen; 
reported by the committee. The House must be 
ready to vote upon it. The friends of the gradu. 
ation bill desire a speedy vote. Its opponents, 
who are clamoring about the frauds perpetrated 
under the law, must of course desire immediate 
action upon the preventive measures. As the 
friends and opponents of the bill seem to desire it, 
why cannot we have a vote this morning? | will 
now yield the floor to any gentleman who may 
desire to speak upon this question. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Is the second section of the 
amendment amendable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is now open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COBB. I now call for the reading of the 
amendment reported in the nature of a substitute. 
It proposes to strike out all after the enacting 
clause, and insert what will be read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

That the act approved 4th August, 1854, to graduate and 
reduce the price of the public lands to actual settlers and cul- 
tivators,’’ shall be so construed that the affidavits required 
by the third section of that act may be made before any offi- 
cer duly authorized by law to adininister oaths, according to 
such forms and pursuant to such regulations as shail be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior ; and that por- 
lion of said act that has been construed as requiring that 
lands entered or applied for the use of an adjoini 
farm or plantation, shall form a compact body with 
farm or plantation, shal! hereafier be construed as applica- 
ble to any lands in the neighborhood of such farm or plant- 
ation, say not to exceed four miles distance ; and the por- 
tion of said law that has been construed as authorizing 
the entry of lands under said graduating act, on filing a 
declaration of intention to enter Jands for the use of the 
applicant, and for the purpose of settlement and cultiva- 
tion, shail hereafter be considered as authorizing an envy 
in such cases, only on proof of actual settlement and im- 
provement by the party making such application, under 
such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior for that purpose, and the oath of 
the applicants that it is for their own use, and not in trust 
for another. 

[A message in writing, from the President of 
the United States, was here received by the hands 
of Swney Wessrer, Esq., his Private Secre- 


ee DOWDELL. In the twenty-third line, 
second page, after the word ‘‘ application,” I pro- 
pose to insert the following: 

In accordance with the provisions of the preémption 
act of 1841, except as to notice and— e 
So that portion of the section will read, as fol- 
ows: 

“ portion been construed 
as sateen the ae tienen graduating act, 


Such a 


on filing a of intention to enter lands for the 
use of the applicant, and for the of settlement 
cultivation, shall hereafter be ered as authorizing 
entry in such cases, only on of actual sett 

i ment the party making such , of 
accordance with the sions reémption we 
1841, except as to and under such rules and reeult 
tions as may be prescribed by the at the ioe 
for that purpose, and the oath of the ts that 
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ove the difficulty; of which the Commissioner 
v Public Lands speaks in his report, as growing 
pi of the confused language of the second section 
of the act of 1854. Itus exceedingly difficult and 
incate to explain its features in connection with 
‘we several preémption laws which have been 
ocd already. My amendment covers two 
sounds. In the third section of the law of 1854, 
Fr language is * Any person applying to enter 
ands,” which leaves it open for any person to 
“ter lands, whether he be foreigner, native-born, 
beck white, or red. If this amendment be 
dopted, it will make the act conform to the act of 
1341 by which -it is provided that the right of 
entry shall be confined to the head of a family, a 
widow, a single man, over theage of twenty-one 
ears, who is a citizen of the United States, and 
e one who has filed his declaration of intention to 
become a citizen of the United States, as required 
py the naturalization laws. % 

Under this bill of 1854, any person, without even 
declaring his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States, may purchase and enter the public 
iands. This may be applied to the lands of the 
lower part of the State of Alabama, which pro- 
duce the most valuable timber for the use of our 
Navy, of any State in the Union. By reference 
o a statement of the collector of customs at the 

rt of Mobile, you will perceive that a consider- 
able trade has been carried on with foreign coun- 
tries in this line. The pines of that region are 
tall and clear, and the yellow pine is peculiarly 
adapted for naval purposes. " : 

The trade in that article has been increasing for 
a number of yearspast. As will appear from the 
statement of the collector in the year 1844, the 
amount of $21,088 worth of timber for naval pur- 

ses was cleared at the custom-house at Mobile. 
E )845, $20,100 worth; in 1846, $42,385; in 1847, 
$73,278 worth; and in 1848, $198,709 worth; and 
agreat deal of this timber has been taken from the 
public lands. 

Sir, there is no reason why those who have 
never declared their intention of becoming citizens 
of the United States, should be put upon an equal 
footing with naturalized citizens, or with those 
who have declared their intention of becoming 
citizens. I do not wish to make any discrimina- 
tion against any one who desires to settle the 
public lands, and I cannot discriminate in favor of 
those who have no intention of becoming citizens. 
Under the act of 1854, ag-nts might be sent here 
from France and Spain, to cut the timber from 
our public lands, without ever-having declared their 
intention to become citizens, and after pocketing 
the profits th-y rec-ive from the same, retire with 
the same to their homes in foreign countries. 

The object of the bill was to encourage the 
settlement of our public lands, and to sell the same 
toactual settlers. Again, this bill does not confine 
the benefits of its provisions to the head of a 
family, or to any person of a certain age. I have 
be-ninformed by the Commissioner of the G:neral 
Land Office, that, insom: instances, whol- families, 
parents and each of the children, have come for- 
ward atthe same time, and claimed to make entries 
of the public lands, and that, in such cases, the 
Commissioner had to rely entirely upon con- 
struction in order to exclude them. ‘Now, I do 
ot wish that he should r-ly upon construction 
tone, but that the act may be made to conform to 
the act of 1841, and that no person, except,such 
are mentioned in that act, shall be entitled, 
under this graduation bill, to enter the public lands. 

Mr. COBB. It seems to me that the tendency 
of the gentl-man’s amendment will be to gét us 
tomewhat at sea upon this subject, and that we 
shall have another ** Know-Nothing ”’ digcussion 
inthis Hall, if we bring up the question of the 
night of foreign-born citiz-ns under this bill. M 
tmendm-nt does not propose to do any’ ch 
thing. The proposition which comes fromthe 
committee, simply provides for the machinery by 
vhich the original law may be executed. 

My colleague (Mr. Dowpe.t] desires very 
much to carry into effect his proposition. But I 
‘ggest to him, why bring up the question lfere, 
ae wie bill, and thereby give rise 

an interminab ebate upon a proposition 
which apy provides the uihiony by which 
ihe original law can be executed; to afford facili- 
lies, even to the gentleman’s own constituents, to 
make their affidavits, and enter lands, two or 
three hundred milea away from the land office, 
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attention of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
a 0 ey a \| Cons,) who introduced the bill for the graduation 
might vo when entered. This bill proposes || of the prices of the public land, passed at the last 
Tile cook pagulajions ts.ke prossasbed ty the De. || op eedaccendine eee Dee ne rete 

} a a e 
partment, and to enter the land without appearing actual ‘amen right to enter eetheatns 
seseiieane Withee ee able te eonl'te he lava || aati ae kit ee 

ks at no 
office their applications. But if the gentleman || person, or persons, were to be granted the privi- 
bringe up a discussion here upon a subject upon ege of entering Government land at the gradu- 
which the House is so sensitive, is it not probable || ated prices, other than the actual settlers. If I 
that this whole measure will fail, and his constit- || correctly heard the remarks made by the gentle- 


uents be left to pack off one or two hundred miles |! man from Alabama, his purpose now is not only 


for the purpose of entering land at twelve-and-a- || to allow those who own forty, eighty or three 


half cents an acre, and when they get to the land || hundred and twenty acres of land, but those who 
office; to find two or three thousand applicants ] own one thousand acres of land, to enter the Gov- 
before them, whose movements and entries they || ernment land at the graduated prices. 
must await, at a great expense of time guid Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; I propose that a man 
money? : ‘ whose land adjoins the public land—never mind 
I therefore admonish the gentleman to bring up | what quantity he has—shall enter the adjoining 
his question at another time, and rf®t jeopard this | Government land at the graduated prices, if he 
bill, and the interest of his constituents. I do || goes upon it and brings it into cultivation. Under 
not intend to controvert the principles of the gen- the act, whether he holds one thousand or ten 
tleman’s amendments, but I doubt the propriety || thousand acres, he must go upon the land and 
of presenting and urging them now. I see plainly || cultivate it before he can enter it under the grad- 
that if such action be insisted upon, we shall not || uation prices. 


get to a vote upon this bill this session. || Mr. McMULLIN. I voted with a great deal 
Mr. DOWDELL. Under the act of 1854, any || of pleasure for the bill graduating the price of the 
man who holds ten thousand acres of land, can || public land, which was passed at the last session. 
purchase three hundred and twenty more, but | tas willing to allow any person to enter thres 
under the act of 1841 he is confined to three hun- || hundred and tw-nty acres under that law; but I 
dred and twenty acres. The objectof my amend- || am now unwilling to grant the privilege to any- 
ment is to benefit the preémptor, whose interests || body to enter more than three hundred and twenty 
this bill does not well guard, because by it privi- || acres at the graduated prices. 
leges are extended to outsiders and others, which || Mr. COBB. ‘That isthe law now. There is 
are not granted to bona fide preémptors of land. 


ft ! || a prohib tion to entry by any one person of more 
Mr. COBB. There | take issue directly with my || than three hundred and twenty acres of the pub- 
colleague. I say the preémptor here has the benefit || lic land at the graduated prices. 


of being upon the land. It isso declared by the || Mr. McMULLIN. Hre is the point which I 
Department, as the gentleman will see by looking || desire to mak:: The gentleman said, that if a gen- 
at the instructions which | hold in my hand, and || tleman owned one thousand or ten thousand acres 
a copy. of which is sent to every land office in || of |and, that still, under the provisions of this bill, 
the United States. ; 0%) ; e could enter the public land at the graduat:d 

I wiil say, further, that it was my intention not || prices. 
to confine the sale of the public lands to men 1 Mr. COBB. The gentleman may have paid 
who had no lands, but that men who had farms || twenty dollars the acre for his land, and, if there 
might locate adjoining public lands at the grad- || be public land adjacent, are we to prohibit him 
uated prices, and the restriction to three hun- || from entering it at the graduated prices ? 
dred and twenty acres of land is still adhered to. || Mr. McMULLIN. My object was, and it 
The man who hasa farm may still locate three || now is, to protect, as far as I can, the rights of 
hundred and twenty acres more, for the purpose || the actual settl-rs. 
of timber, &c. The Governmentgets the money. || Mr. COBB. The actual settlers have the pref- 

Mr. DOWDELL. The gentleman has stated || erence over all others in the entry of the al ; 80 
all that 1 desire—that, under the provisions of this || that their rights are fully protected. 
act, not more than three hundred and twenty acres Mr. DISNEY. If the gentl-man will allow 
shall b: entered, otherwise a man might purchase || me, [ think | can explain the amendments which 
as much land as he might choose. My colleague || are pending better to the satisfaction of the g-n- 
has asserted that he so intended to make it. tleman from Virginia. The existing law—th- 

I will merely read the provisions of the act of || law which it is now sought to amend—allows the 
1841, to which | wish this act to conform. It is |! privilege spoken of by the gentleman; and if the 
this: amendment of the gentleman from Alabama upon 
; — pees wee Ss eS eae a oe | my left (Mr. Cops) prevails, _ still remain. 

wet eee a >, ony - But if the amendment off-red by the other gentle- 
5 rson who shall quit or abandon . ‘ 
serveoinagee de oad ows tend, to reside on the public lands || Man from Alabama (Mr. Dowpext) prevails, that 
of the same State or Territory, shall acquire any right of || will be cut off. The object of the gentleman upon 
preémption under this act.” my right is to cut off that privilege. 

If the act of 1854 is not made conformable Mr. McMULLIN. Then, if I understand the 
the act of 1841, great injustice, in my opinion, || gentleman from Cincinnati, (Mr. Diswey,] the 
will be done the preémptors under the act of 1541, || amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
and I hope, therefore, that theremay be uniformity || Dowpext] is to prohibit any person from enter- 
in our legisiation in regard to the public lands. ing lands at the graduated prices who is already 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman would be satisfied || the owner of three hundred and twenty acres of 
if he kn w the principles by which the Committee || land or more. 
on Public Lands was governed. Mr. DISNEY. That is the effect of the gen- 

The amendment to the amendment was read by || tleman’s amendment. 
the Clerk, and then the bill, as it would read if the Mr. McMULLIN. Then I shall vote for the 
am-ndments were adopted. amendment of the gentleman from Alabama on 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. I demand || my Icft, [Mr. Dowpext.] It is known to the 
the yeas and nays on the amendment. { members of the House that my course in the last 

The yeas and nays were ordered. C Congress upon this subject, diff-ring, although it 

Mr. McMULLIN, The amendment to the || did, from that of all my colleagues from Virginia, 
amendment is a very important one, and I doubt || was actuated then, as it is now, by a desire to 
whether the House thoroughly understands it. I || protect the actual settlers upon the public lands. 
wouid like to have it again read. 1 was not willing then, and | am not willing now, 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, the || that the benefits of this graduation law should go 
amendment to the amendment will be again || for the benefit of land jobbers and land specula- 

" tors. With the explanation, therefore, of the 
was no objection; and the amendment to || gentleman from Ohio, I shal! cheerfully vote for 
the amendment, the amendment, and the bill as it || the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
would read if amended, were again reported to || on my left, (Mr. Dowpet.} 
the House. Mr. PERKINS, of New York. It seems to 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do not know that even || me that the proper titleof this bill would be “a 

now I well understand the question before the || bill further to facilitate the taking, for mere nom- 


bedy, and I desire for a moment to attract the |! inal prices, by persons already owning lands, the 


rather than compel them to ther® in person 
and to expend twice as nck cee as the land 
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lands of the United States adjoining them.” That | Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman now shifts 








would bea fair and legitimate heading for this bil!, || his point to another branch of the subject entirely. 
indicating precisely what its contents are. I cannot || What I desired to show was, that his amendment | 


conceive any 
already owns ould be entitled to the public 
land adjoining him, more than another man who 
owns no land at all. The effect of this bill will 
be to give all the chances of benefit to the men 
who already own land, and place all the chances 
against those who own none. I think, however, 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, over the way, (Mr. Downext,]} by bring- 
ing the matter under the operation of the preémp- 
tion laws, will do away with some of the injus- 
tice which the bill contains, and I shall, therefore, 
vote for his amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Ifthe gentleman from New York 
thinks my bill contains injustice, I should be glad 
to have him point it out. . 

Mr. RITCHIE, of Pennsylvania. 
— of order. 
t 


I rise ton 


e yeas and neys have not been ordered upon 
the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

TheSPEAKER. They.have been ordered. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I submit, then, that no further 
debate is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays not 


having been called, debate may go on precisely as || 


if the yeas and nays had not been ordered. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


of the amendment of my colleague, [Mr. Dow- 
pevu.} If he will examine it, | think he will find 
that it is confined in its operation to a single class 
of persons, who are benefited under the gradua- 
tion law of the last session. He proposes to apply 
the machinery of the preémption law of 184] to 
the very class of persons who will desire to ob- 
tain land for actual settlement and cultivation. 
But the provision of the bill to which the gentle- 
man from Virginia has presented his objections, 
is another matter altogether, and the amendmen 
of my colleague does not apply to it at all. 

One of the provisions of the law of 1854 per- 
mits any person who owns no land at all, to enter 
three hundred and twenty acres of land uponcon- 
dition that he will go and settle upon it, Then 
there is another provision, and the one to which 
the gentleman from Virginia particularly alluded, 
which the amendment of my colleague {Mr. Dow- 
DELL] does not touch at all, but which provides 
that any person owning land—I do not care 
whether it is one acre or a thousand acres—may 
enter three hundred and twenty acres adjoining 
his own land. This is the provision to which the 
gentleman from Virginia objected, and this, I say, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
leaves untouched. But, sir, in requiring the poor 
man, who desires to enter a tract of land for his 
own settlement and cultivation, to conform to the 
preémption law of 1841, you are only throwing 
additional difficulties between him and the entry 
of his home. 

Under the law of 1854, any person who desires 
to enter land for settlement and cultivation, may 
enter three hundred and twenty acres at the 
graduated prices, provided that he makes the 
necessary affidavits. .To this provision my col- 
league proposes, in hisamendment, to apply all the 
machinery and tyranny of the preemption law of 
1841, making it necessary for the individual, who 
desires to provide himself a home, to go back and 
comply with all the requirements of that law, 
while the person who desires to enter land adjoin- 
ing his farm or plantation, when he already pos- 
sesses one, may do so withoutcomplying with any 
such requiréments. That I understand to be the 
effect of the amendment of my colleague upon my 
left, [Mr. Dowpet ] 

Mr. DOWDELL. I will state to the gentle- 
man that, under the act of 1854, any person may 
enter land at the graduated prices; but under thet 
of 1841, persons entitled to the benefit of that act 
are confined to the head of the family, the widow, 
and the single man over twenty-one years of age, 
who ig now a citizen of the United States, or who 
has declared his intention to become such. That is 
the ee of 1841; but under that 
of 1854, any person, black or white, native or for- 
eigner, of whatever sort, may enter three hundred 
and twenty aeres of the public lands, and never 
declare his intention to 
United States at all. 


I desire to ask the Chair if 
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I think my friend from || 
Ohio [Mr. Diswey] is mistaken as to the effect || 





i 


ible reason why a man who | would not reach the objections made by the gen- | 
iach | Fthe | 


| tleman from Virginia, | Mr. MeMutuin,} an 
gentleman yieldsto my construction of his amend- 
ment by his silence upon the subject. I therefore 
repeat, that his amendment does not touch the 





all. 
| Now,let me ask my colleague [Mr. ns 
| one question. Has not the law of 184] receive 
| the careful construction of the Interior Depart- 

ment, and has not that construction been to con- 
| fine the entries under the law to white persons 
| and to citizens, or those who have declared their 
| intentions of becoming such ? 
| Mr. DOWDELL. That is the construction of 

the Land Office. " 
| Mr. HOUSTON. My colleague says that con- 
| struction has been given by the Land Office. 
| Well, sir, | know that such ts the construction, 
| and that such was the intention of the law; and 
| whether it has been made by the Secretary of the 
Interior, or by the Land Office, is the same thing. 
| If such a constraction is made now, it accom- 
plishes the same thing as the amendment of my 
| colleague, so far as the class of persons who are 
to be benefited by the law is concerned. Then 
| why should we encumber this bill with all this 
extraneous matter? Why should we embarrass 
and delay this bill, which, in my judgment, should 
| be passed at once? If the amendment of my col- 
league spbserves no other purpose but to throw 
difficulties in the way of the actual settlers upon 
the public lands, I ask, why should we place it 
upon a bill of this sort, which, at least, in some 
| of its parts, has merit in it, and is eminently de- 
| manded by the public interest, and by those who 
desire to secure to themselves a home upon the 
| public domain ? 

Sir, while we are here delaying this matter, there 
are many persons in the land States who are un- 
able to get to a land office, and who are excluded 
from the benefits of the graduation bill. Why not 
| pass this bill at once, and allow these poor mento 

secure their homes? I know many cases in my 
own part of the country, where mea live twenty, 
thirty, or forty miles from a land office; and when 
they have traveled that distance to secure their 
homes, they will find that, probably, a hundred 
| applications have preceded them, and they are 
compelled to remain until they have expended five 
times the value of their land when they get it. 

Mr. DOWDELL. My colleague, who has just 
taken his seat, inquired whether the Department 
had not put a construction upon the act of 1841? 
I answer, that a construction has been placed upon 
that law, but I am not aware that any construc- 
tion has been placed upon the act of 1854, that 
avoids the necessity of my amendment. Indeed, 
{ have good reason to believe that no such con- 
struction has been made, for the Commissioner 
of the Land Office, in his report, which I have 
before me, says that the law is extremely intri- 
cate, and that he desires amendments that will 
obviate all difficulty in its construction. 

Mr. COBB. And let me state to my colleague, 
that the very amendment which the committee 
propose, was drawn up by the Commissioner of 
the Land Office in lieu of the one which f intro- 
duced early in the session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | am aware of the construc- 
| tion which has been given by the Land Office to the 
| law of 1841; but the law of 1841 was a preémption 

law, and not a law for any other purpose at all; 
it was one legislating in favor of actual settlers 
upon the public lands, and nothing else. The law 
that my colleague proposes to amend, is the grad- 
uation act of 1554, and it does not reach the case 
that is pointed out, where a man owning land has 
been allowed, under existing law, to enter more. 

Now, let me state why | think we ought to act 
upon this bill, and act upon it promptly. Ast 
said before, there area great many persons who 
are really unable to get to the land offices. They 
are at a great distance from them. I know as 
many as a dozen widows in my own district who 
want to enter only forty acres of land—they have 
no money to buy more—but by this rigid con- 
struction of the act of 1854, they are as effectually 
excluded as if that bill had never been passed. In 








@ citizen of the || the first place, ae have not got money enough to 


travel to the offices and then pay for their 
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land. In the next place, if they had 
enough, many persons, 

have not the physical ability to travel to the |,.; 
offices for the purpose of securing their Iitines. 

If there are ob ble sections inthis {jy 
let us strike them out; but, at least, let us autho 2 
such persons as I have referred to, to make he : 
affidavits at home, and send those affidavits Pe , 
the wise to the land offices and secure on 
homes. at cannot be objectionable. [Le nd 
not encumber this bill with extraneous matter, 
If there are sections in it which ought not to oo 
let us, as I suggested to the gentleman from en 
nessee [Mr. Jones] the other day, in the nan 
of common justice and humanity, strike them 
out, and pass those portions of the bil! which are 
so eminently demanded, alike by the interests of 
the Government as by those of individual Citizens 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 desire to ask the gentle. 
man from Alabama (Mr. Coxs] a question. {+| 
understood him, he asserted, a moment ago, thy: 
the Commissioner of the Land Office had draws 
up this amendment now before the House. | 
would ask him, in justice to that officer, to stat, 
whether this amendment contains all that wag 
drawn up and recommended by him. 

Mr. COBB. Every word, I believe, excen 
that he used the words ‘neighboring farms,” 
and, under the instruction of the committee, | 
inserted the words “not to exceed four miles,” 
because we conceived that the word neighbor. 
ing” might be construed to include farms fifty 
miles distant, in some portions of the Union, 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, this is , 
very important bill, and one that well deserves 
consideration at our hands. Its importance has 
been impressed oy us by the honorable member 
from Alabama, (Mr. Hovsron,] who has called 
upon us to strike out the objectionable provisions, 
and pass the bill at once. I have no objection 
whatever to retain the provision particularly 
alluded to by this gentleman, so as to extend to 
the class he has mentioned in his State, and else. 
where, the benefits of the graduation act. Thet 
law, when passed—and I voted for it—was passed 
under the impression that it would inure to the 
benefit of the actual settlers and cultivators of the 
public lands. 

BINDING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interrupting.) 
I would ask the gentleman from Maryland to 
yield me the floor for a moment, that I may move 
to have the copies of the President’s message, 
now being furnished to members, cut and bound. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I yield the floor for that 
purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The copies are now being 


male and feo a 


-laid upon our tables, and they are not at present 


in a readable shape. 1 hope there will be no ob- 
jection to having an order made that they be cut 
and bound. I submit that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will say to the 
gentleman that all the copies, except those laid 
upon the tables of members, have already been 
ordered to be bound. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I know that, but I wantto 
have the copies which are placed upon our tables 
cut and bound also. 

Mr. Srepuens’s motion was then agreed to, 

»THE GRADUATION BILL—AGAIN. 

Mr. HAMILTON, (resuming.) At the be- 
ginning of this session, we heard it announced that 
gross frauds had been committed under the grad- 
uation law of last session. The fact was heralded 
to us by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Coxss,] who declared that it was his determination 
to suppress those frauds. ; 

‘Mr. COBB. I said that it was stated in the 
newsp , that gross frauds had been committed, 
but, 1 stated, at the same time, that there had been 
none committed, to my knowledge, in my country. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘The gentleman said thet 
he desired to remedy the di of that law, for 
it is Considered defective. We have now before 


us the matured of the gentleman, and whe! 
is it? Is it to carry into execution the 
pur nas the original law? What ace 
Fenteman amendment propose to accompiis® 

hat fraud does it design to prevent? What 
defect remedy ? © if 

Mr. COBB. I will state to the gentieman,' 


he will allow me. 1 explained it the other dy, 


